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that if the object of this amendnrent be to decide 
who is entitled to this money, it would not be in 
order, for then it would be a private claim, and 
ould be considered as such. 

Mr. MORGAN.  lItis not in the nature of a 
private bill. He was, at the time specified, the 
only Superintendent. Mr. Kennedy was in Eu- 
rope, and he remained there for five months. I 
have Mr. Irving’s commission, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pro- 
ceed with his statement of the facts in the case, 
and when he has concluded, the Chair will decide 
whether the amendment is or is not in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. On the 30th day of May, the 
Superintendent of the Census, Mr. Kennedy, went 
to Europe, and was absent for five months. Mr. 
Irving at that time‘was a clerk in the Interior De- 
partment, at a salary of $1,000 per annum; and, 
without his solicitation, a commission was made 
out by the Secretary of the Interior, directing him 
to enter upon the discharge of the duties of the 
office of the Superintendent of the Census. He 
took charge of the Census Office. He had the 
superintendence of many clerks, and, in fact, his 
duties were doubled. The following is the com- 
mission which he received: 

DeraRTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. May 30, 1851. 


sh 


Sir: You are appointed Acting Superintendent of the 
Seventh Census during th® absence of the Superintendent, 
and will at onee enter upon the discharge of your duties as 
such. Respectfully, A. H. H. STUART, 

Secretary of the Interior. 
WitiiaM Irvine, Esq., Census Office. 

It is upon that commission he bases his claim 
for compensation. He is entitled to what the Su- 
perintendent was. These are the facts of the 
case. 

Mr. ORR. 
to be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does rule the 
amendment to be in order. 

Mr. ORR. My attention has not been suffi- 
ciently directed to this matter to say anything that 
is calculated to enlighten the committee. I desire 
to have some information myself before I can vote 
for it. I should like to know whether this centle- 
man did not receive his compensation as clerk all 
the time he was acting in the capacity of Superin- 
tendent of the Census? 

Mr. MORGAN. He did receive $1,000 per 
annum. He now asks for the difference between 
that salary and the salary of the Superintendent 
for the ime he was employed as,such. He had 


Does the Chair rule the amendment 


to discharge double the duties of his previous 


OSItION. 

Mr. ORR. Then I understand that the gentle- 
man for whose benefit this amendment is proposed 
claims the same compensation that he would have 
received if he had been the Superintendent at the 
time? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ORR. Now, I would inquire whether the 
Superintendent continued to draw his full salary 
for the time he was absent? 

_ Mr. MORGAN. He claimed its payment, but 
it was not paid him by the Department. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The regular Superintendent 
has filed his claim for the compensation, but the 
Department has not yet allowed it. My recollec- 
tion is that the universal practice has been, in these 


cases, that whenever the head of the bureau is ab- | 


sent for a few days, the chief clerk, or some one 
else, is directed to discharge the duties of the bu- 
reau. That practice is without exception. The 
chief clerk gets nothing, unless he gets it by legis- 
lation ina private bill. 1 know the Senate are 
passing upon some bills of that sort now. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on 


the amendment proposed by the gentleman from | 


New York, and on which a division is called for. 
opine. House was divided; and the Chair reported 
«« voting in the affirmative. 

Tellers were demanded and ordered. 
Wueever and Kerr were appointed. 

he question was then taken; and the tellers re- 

ported—ayes 32, noes 55. 

The CHAIRMAN, No quorum voting, the 
Clerk will call the roll. 
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The call of the roll of the House was then pro- 
ceeded with, and one hundred and twenty-nine 
members answered to their names. 

Thecgmmittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman of the 
committee reported to the Speaker that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole had had under consideration 
the deficiency bill, and it appearing, on a vote, 
thatthere was no quorum present, the roll was 
called, and the Chairman was directed to report 
the absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. There being a quoram now 
present, the committee will resume its session. 

Mr. Sermouraccordingly resumed the chair 

The CHAIRMAN. The question under con- 
sideration when the committee rose was on the 
amendment proposing to pay to William Irving 
$625 for services as Acting Superintendent of the 
Seventh Census for five months to 3lst May, 1851. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order, Mr. Chair- 
nfan, to move now an amendment to that amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then, sir, | move a proviso 
that but one person shall 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, (interrupting. ) 
Do I understand that the Chair rules that after 
tellers are ordered it is in order to move an amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly it is. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. If so, it was ruled differ- 
ently the other day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not aware 
that the question was ruled differently. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know if thi8 is 
not a private claim? and if so, it cannot be prop- 
erly brought up here to-day. I raise a question 
of order, that the proposition before the committee 
is a private claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 
that the question of order was raised before, and 
the whole subject discussed; and though the Chair 
thinks that it might have perhaps been decided on 
as a private claim, yet as the whole matter is be- 
fore the committee, the Chair will leave it for their 
decision. 

Mr. LETCHER. 


amendment a proviso: 





I propose to add to that 


Provided, however, That but one person shall obtain his 
salary as Superintendent of the Census for the time spe 
cified in the amendment. 


Mr. MORGAN. I accept the amendment. 
Mr. LETCHER. The object of my amend- 


ment is this: Mr. Kennedy was appointed Super- 
intendent of the Census, and he performed the 
duties appertaining to that office until he was 
dispatched to Europe for the purpose of collecting 
statistics abroad in regard to the modeof arranging 
the census returns. While he was in Europe he 
received, as | understand, or, at any rate, heclaims 
that he shail receive, the regular pay of Superin- 
tendent of the Census. 

Now, sir, | am opposed to paying two men 
for the same service. Il am opposed to allowing 
to Mr. Kennedy pay as Superintendent of the 
Census, and at the same time allowing to this 
gentleman, who occupies the position of a clerk 
in the Census Bureau, the pay which Mr. Ken- 
nedy himself receives. This individual went into 
that office upon an understanding that he was to 
get a certain compensation for his services. He 
remained in that office, and received that com- 
pensation. Now, after it has been reeeived, and 
after the contract has been fulfilled on the part of 
the Government towards this individual, he comes 
forward and asks that an extra compensation may 
be allowed him; and that he shall be raised, by 
the action of this House, to a far higher grade 
than that which the contract contemplated. 

Now, it seems to me that if this principle is to 
be carried out in this case, it is needless for any of 
the committees of this House to resist any appli- 
cations for extra compensation. We have num- 
berless claims of this character now pending, 
which we arg endeavoring to resist. But if this 
House shall undertake to establish this precedent, 


| it is in some respects a rebuke to the committees, 
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oe ee 
who are endeavoring to resist these claims, and it 
establishes the principle that an officer may con- 
tract his services for a particular sum, and then be 


allowed double the amount, upon application to 


this House. 

I hope no such precedent will be set. Let indi- 
viduals be held to the terms of their contract; and 
when the Government has fulfilled it on its side, let 
the party be required to perform his, and let him 
unterstand that he will not be allowed to receive 
any other compensation than that which is the 
lezitimate result of the agreement upon which he 
went into office. 

In addition to all that, this is a mere private 
claim, and nothing more nor less than a private 
claim; and if the Llouse undertakes to vote it in 
here it will be competent, and within the rules of 
order, to take this as a precedent, and under it to 
bring in any other prevate claim now pending be- 
fore any committee of this House and undergoing 
investigation there. Does not the House see the 
results to which this will lead? Do they not see 
the monstrous frauds which will be perpetrated 
upen the Government if you allow these claims 
without investigation, and in the absence of all 
I hope 
the House will pause and consider this thing, and 
not establish so dangerous a precedent. If this 
gentieman wants extra compensation let him pre- 
sent a petition and have it referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, who will investigate it and report 
upon it to the House 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I rise to a question of or- 
der. My point is that the amendment before the 
committee embraces a private claim, and is not 
therefore in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That poin? 
of order has already been raised and decided. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Not upon this particular 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was made before the 
subject was fully discussed, and the Chair de- 
cided it in the affirmative. 

Mr.McMULLIN. Wastherean appeal taken 
from the decision ? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. MceMULLIN. 
appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the appeal now. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
this particular question? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was. 

Mr. McMULELIN. I make the point again; 
and if the Chair decides that the amendment ts in 
order I beg leave to take an appeal from the de- 
cision. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that it 
is in order to take an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
of order is made too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that it 
is not too late. 

Mr. MceMULLIN. 
debatable ? 

The CHAIRMAN. [t is not debatable. When 
a question somewhat similar to this was intro- 
duced by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Morean,]} the Chair supposed that it was proba- 
bly a private claim; but upon inquiry of the gen 
tleman from New York the Chair understood that 
it.made an appropriation, but that the question, 
W ho was entitled to it ? was settled by the existing 
laws. Underthose circumstances, the Chair decid- 
ed that the amendment was in order. The Chair 
now doubts whether the amendment now offered 
is in order; but, in conformity with the prior decis- 
ion made by him, he decides it to be in order. 
From that decision the gentleman from Virginia 
{[Mr.McMc ui] appeals. The question now 1s, 
whether the decision of the Chair shal! stand as 
the judgment of the committee? 

The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the negative. 


knowledge as to their justice and right? 


There was not. 
Then I desire to take an 


It is rather late to take 


Was the decision upon 


I submit that it is in or- 


I submit that the point 


Is the question of appeal 
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So the decision of the Chair was not sustained, 
and the amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. I propose the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

To complete the marine hospital at Evansville, Indiana, 
H2,/000. 

The question was taken upon the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. I move to 
amend the bill by inserting the following: 

For the completion of the marine hospital at Natchez, 
in the State of Mi Ssippi, the sum of »,U0U, 

In offering this amendment, my object is to 
bring this matter of appropriations to supply de- 
ficrencies In previous appropriations for marine 
hospitais to a conclusion, one way or the otier 
‘There appears to be no consistency in the action 
of the House, nor in the objections that are con- 
stantly interposed. I am rather gratified that 
my friend from Louisiana (Mr. Perkins] so far 
pu shed the honorable chairman of the Conmmit- 
tee of Ways and Means to the wall as to compel 
him to as Wen his true reason for opposing these 


appropriations, That reason is, we are informed, 


posed to all these 


that he was in age ee 

appropriations. ‘The Committee of Ways and 
Meats seem to experience the same emotions of 
surprise and horror when an additional approprt- 


ation is asked for that the parish officer felt when 
poor, starving Oliver Twist ‘asked for more.”? 
At first we were told that these appropriations do 
notcome under the head of deficie ncies, and when 
at last, under the pointed explanations of my 


J 
friend from Louisiana, as to the facts of particu- 
lar cases, and of the urgent necessities of particu- 


lar localities, it became apparent that neither under 
the plea that the appropriations asked for is 
ppro} 


not germane to the deficiency biil, nor upon ob- 


| 
jections to the ju tice and propriety of ine e@X- 


penditure, could the opposition indiscriminately 
offered be sustained, we are met with the ex- 
planation that the opposition is general to every- 
hing which touches the money of this Govern 
ment. Sir, [do not envy the reputation gained 
in this House, or before the country, by our ob- 
jecting to everything on the score of guarding the 
‘Treasury, by lying In wait ina sort of ambush 
for private claims, playing the ant bear, in snap- 
ping up small insects that crawl tremblingly ifto 
the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the object of the gentle- 
man is to state my argument, | tell him that he is 
precisely wrong. 

Mr. HARRIS. The gentleman has told every- 
body in the House that they were wrong, until he 
has expose d the fact that he himselfis seldom right. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I tell the gentleman that I 
made no such argument. 

Mr. HARRIS. I knowl amright. The ap- 
propriation asked for the hospital at Natchez is a 
deficiency upon all fair rules of construction, Itis 
not so reported by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and for that reason it is held to be out of order. 
It is not re ported as a case requiring ay propri- 


| 
ation at all, even under the general appropriati: n 
bill. So that when that comes up I shall be met 


w on the objection that it is not rec ommended by the 
cretary—that the estimates are not furnished. 
tt is quite easy for the Secretary, who has ascer- 
tained that certain things remain to be done, to 
complete a building, and knowing what remains to 
be done, it is easy for him to state what sum will 
be required. He has done so in regard to other 
cases, but does not do so in this particular case, 
and the failure to furnish this information is to be 
taken as a condemnation of the marine hospital 
at Natchez. If information is wanted to enable 
the House to come to a correct conclusion I wil! 
now furnish it. I doso gratuitously. But the in- 
formation which I give is about as good as that 
upon which the House usually acts. I say that 
the app ropriation Is necessary to complet e the 
hospital, in such a way as to render it comfortable 
ai serviceable to those for whom it was designed, 
and there can be no reasonable objection to it. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I had not expec ted to say 
anything further, or to take any other part in the 
debate upon this proposition; and I should not 
have risen now if the gentleman from Mississippi, 
who was last up, had stated my position correctly. 
I had hoped that when I called his attention to the 
misstatement of the argument I made, that he 
would have corrected himself; but he has failed to 
do so; and 1 am, therefore, under the necessity, | 


in order to set myself right, to restate the position 
I assumed, 

Mr. Chairman, L appeal to your recollection, I 
ask this committee, | ask the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi himself, whether he is correct in charac- 
terizing meas saying that I op yposed everything 
connected with marine hospitals? 

[ said the other day, in the only speech that I 
desired to make upon ‘the subject, that | was in 
favor of building a by the Government 
for sick and disabled amen, at all pgominent 
locations where the use oe private hospitals could 
not be obtained. I further maintained, that we 
were building hospitals in places where they were 
not needed. But L asserted upon that occasion, 
and I repeat it now, that | am in favor of afford- 
ing to sick and disabled seamen all the aid they 
need upon the part of the Government. That 
has nothing, however, to do with the matter of 

propriaung $100,000 for the construction of a 

ospital where we have no evidence that it is 
needed. That was what I said the other day, and 
I am satisfied that this committee so understood 
me. 

I did not say | was opposed to all marine hos- 
pitals. I said that | had voted against extravagant 
appropriations for all these marine hospitals. 1 
have stated, both publicly and privately, that [ am 
willing to vote for the establishment of these hos- 


pitals wherever they are needed, and that ail | 
desire is that the appropriations shall be kept 
within reasonable and preper bounds. That is the 


ground which [ have all along occupied upon this 
question. 

The gentleman from Mississippi says that the 
proper Department reports that this hospital at 
Natchez is incomplete; but theyask for nothing 
for its completion. Well, what are we to infer 


from that? [| have not the report before me, nor 


has there been anything referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means in reference to this work 
requ iring action at the hands of that committee. 
I infer, however, from the statement of the gentle- 
man himself, that the Secretary does not want this 
appropriation now. ‘True, the Secretary reports 
that the building is incomplete, bat what is his 
object in saying that to the House? If he wants 
additional money why does he not ask for it? 
The fair presumption—alike fair to the Secretary 
and to ourselves—is that he has a balance of un- 
expended appropriations enough to complete it. 

Vhy at the last session of Congress we passed 
an appropriation of $4,000 for the marine hospital 
at Natchez. No one knows whether that money 
has been expended yet. There is no report onthe 
subject. The gentleman does not undertake to say 
that that appropriation is all exhausted, or that 
any of it has been applied yet. ‘The gentleman 
merely says that the building is ine omplete. The 
Secretary also says that it is ine omplete, but fails 
to ask for anyching to complete it. It is, there- 
fore, fair and reasonable to suppose that there i 1s 
enough money on hand to complete it. 

1 do not care what appropriations this commit- 
tee sees fit to put in this bill. I do not intend to 
resist these appropriations after the sense of the 
House has been taken, and the question has been 
decided against me. [ made war against them 
when they were first presented. My opposition, 
I am sure the House will sustain me in saying, 
was a fair and manly opposition; and I care not 
for these assaults, let them come from whatsoever 
quarter they may. Itis rather a singular course 


for gentlemen to pursue when they offer amend- | 


ments that do not meet with the support and sym- 
pathy of this committee to assail the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. I have no de- 
sire to discuss again the necessity, the absolute 
necessity, whether in the light of justice or hu- 
manity, of appropriations of this kind for the 
lower branch of the Mississippi river. One of the 
members of the Committee of Ways and Means 
has “himself confessed the necessity of erecting 
these hospitals on that river 

Mr. HIBBARD, (interrupting. ) IT presume my 
friend refers to me, and I thank him for the liberal 
manner in which he alluded to me in his previous 
remarks. I meant to say that I believed some 
marine hospitals were needed. I did not mean to 
be understood as saying that these appropriations 
were needed. [ think money enough has been 





| appropriated, 


Feb. 8, 


will without the assistance, it seems, of the rentle. 
man, although [ cannot draw the distinction he- 
tween the desire for marine asylums to exist and 


the disposition to ap propriate money for their e oa 
istence, unless the gentleman desires that we shal! 
continue to do what we were obliged to do last 
year—support these individuals that the Govern- 
ment has bound itself by a sacred pledge to provid 
for. 1f Congress will not provide hospitals, hes 
another pestilenc e sweeps through the countr y, we 
must and will take care of these men. None of 
them are residents either of Mississippi or Louisi- 
ana. Some are thrown upon us by necessitous 
circumstances, and some by business. And yet a 
committee, composed of western members, und 
these circunmistances, come into this House, ae 
if not recommending at least acquiescing in appr 
priations for little spots along the Ohio river, op- 
pose everything for the lower Mississip pi. S ir, [ 
ask w here are ane persons to come from who 
are to receive this bounty? It has been said j 
urgument that some of those hospitals on the Ohi 
neve not had the past year a single patient. lam 
not surprised at it. Those who were destined for 
them were buried on the banks of the lower Mis- 
sissippi, before they reached the Ohio; and in eon- 
ser - 1ence of the kind charit y that nursed them dis 
se was scattered all alone our shores. It is for 
thie reason, and not that I regret the c harity, that 
I speak with feeling. 

At this very time, Natchez, in Mississippi, is 
petitioning’ the Legislature of my State to make 
some sanitary provisions to protect the mouth of 
the Mississipp!, and the points along the river; 
and a committee appointed by the State of Louis- 
iana is investigating the subject; while the Goy- 
ernor, under a sense of its importance, has sug- 
rested, in its aid, an appropriation of a consider- 
able portion of the land given for internal improve- 
ments. And for what, Mr. Chairman, is al! this? 
Is it to make New Orleans healthy to the citizens 
of that city or that State? Why, sir, they are not 
the subjects of disease. The purpose is to exten 
the hospitalities of the State to, and secure the 
health of, those citizens of the West, and other 
portions of the country, who visit us either for 
pleasure or business. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not designed to reflect on 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, or to prefer charges against him. I have 
sympathized from the first in the embarrassment 
of his position, in being compelled to ask appro- 
priations from this House against the principle 
of which, even in their advocacy, he has been 
obliged to argue. 1 have made this to myself an 
excuse for the many illogical speeches he has been 
obliged to deliver during this discussion; and I did 
not, therefore, expect a satisfactory answer to the 
remarks of my friend from Mississippi. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment ofthegentleman from Louisiana; and I beg for 
a moment to call the attention of the committee to 
one or two facts which present themselves to my 
mind, and which I regard as of importance in the 
decision of this question. The gentlemen have 
not been able to draw to their aid the report of 
your able Secretary of the Treasury, as was tlie 
case when this subject of hospitals and custom- 
houses was formerly before the committee. Here 
the Secretary of the Treasury is not at war with 
this much-proscribed committee. I do not envy 
the position of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
They are a sort of target, to be shot at by every 
member whose particular bill and appropriation 


they oppose. 


Now, how stands this particular case? There 
have already been appropriated for that hospit al 


| some $60,000. Your Secretary of the T reasury 
| is sworn to report the facts to the House, and if 


more is wanted to complete the hospital, and he 
has not reported that want, he has been derelict 
in his duty. Let me say to my friends from 
Mississippi and Louisiana, that if they need more 

money to finish this institution, let them come for- 

ward and ask the Committee of Ways and Means 
to appropriate a sufficient sum in the general ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr.PERKINS. An appropriation in the gen- 
eral appropriation bill would be entirely useless. 
That bill will pass in August next. Appropria- 
tions for the North can then be profitably ex- 
pended. At the South they could not be, for it is 
the season of sickness. It is therefore we ask if 


Mr. PERKINS. I mustaccept, then, the good | you intend to give the appropriation in August 











is been 
id I did 
r to tne 
amend- 
beg for 
ittee to 
to my 
ein the 
n have 
port of 
was the 
eustom- 
». Here 
‘ar with 
ot envy 
Means. 
v every 
priation 


There 
hospital 
‘reasury 
>, and if 
,and he 

derelict 
ds from 
eed more 
rome for- 
d Means 


neral ap- 


the gen- 
r useless. 
ppropria- 
tably ex- 
», for it 1s 
ye ask ll 
1 August 





d 
& 


ovate heeft 


pA li alae come bee 


AS 


owned 


ete 


1854. 


that you will give it now, and we will anticipate 
it by a judicious application. ’ 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman has satisfied this committee that 
Mr. PULLER, (interrupting.) 1 see from 
the report of Colonel Long, who has charge of 


the hospitals in the southwest, that of the sum 
appropriated for Natchez there is $4,035 37 unex- 
pended. 
‘Mr. MeMULLIN. I thank, very kindly, my- ' 
friend from Maine for stating this important fact. | 
Here are four thousand odd dollars unexpended 
in April last. If this be not suffictent to complete | 
the institution, then I would tell my friend from | 
Louisiana that in the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill, if necessary, he can vote for 
the deficiency. It is not necessary to make the 
appropriation in this deficiency bill. Facts here 
show to the contrary. Then I ask the committee, 
if they will, in violation of the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and in violation of the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, force the 
appropriation of this money which was not asked 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment to the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Louisiana, to add $500 to the ap- 
nropriation. 
* Mr. PERKINS. If there be no objection | 
withdraw the amendment. 

There being no qbjection the amendment was 





withdrawn. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I move to reduce the amend- 
ment one dollar. I had not proposed, Mr. Chair- 
man, to have entered into this debate about these 
irine hospitals, because | believed it useless, as 

sense of the House has already been mani- 
ted on the subject; and when that is done by a 
legislative body, deliberately, decidedly, and re- 
neatedly, as in this case, even though it may be 
arainst my own convictions, | have not, on that 
account, deemed it necessary to contest that will 
any further” I am disposed to defer to the voice 
of the majority thus expressed. I have been con- 
tent to vote according to my convictions, without 
consuming time by useless discussion. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the references made to the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
make it proper, in my judgment, that I should 
say a word or two in reply to my friend from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Perxins,] who, I know, will not 
intentionally misinterpret me, though he misun- 
derstood what [ did suy. I stated, sir, and repeat 
now, that marine hospitals, at some points, are 
needed. I believe one is needed at New Orleans, 
and if there had not been enough already appro- 
pristed for that purpose, | would go for an appro- 
priation. That place is not now under discussion. 
it is possible marine hospitals may be needed at 
other points. But what I said was, that for those 
which are needed we had already appropriated 
enough, as many of them had left sums unex- 
pended, while others were not needed at all. 

Now, sir, as to this point at Natchez, | know 
little about it. IT have no particular objection to 
the hospital there. My impression is that it 
comes under the class of those for which no more 
appropriations ought to be made. It appears, sir 
that at Natchez they had unexpended in April 
last upwards of $4,000. The Secretary asks no 
more. He does not understand that any present 
deficiency exists there; but he goes on in his re- 
port and tells us what remains to be done. He 
says, on page 297, that this building, though not 
yet completed, is occupied. It is plain, therefore, 
that the appropriation has been nearly enough; 
the building, if it was occupied, must be nearly 
finished; and as to what is remaining, he says: ; 

* That which remains to be done is mainly the construc- 
tion ot hot-air furnaces and heaters, the erection of force 
pulps, to serve as fire engines, with conduits to convey 
the water to all parts of the building, the making of a brick 


pavement, and the construction of a balustrade in front of 
the hospital. ?? 





; 
It will be seen by this that what remains to be 


done is comparatively unimportant, mere matter 
of finish, and I dare say the Secretary believes 

that the sum of money already on hand is sufficient 

to do it. There is no deficiency now that he calls 

for; at least it is to be inferred that there is none, 

or an estimate would have been made therefor. 

It has become very common for gentlemen to 
read lectures to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. I do not propose to reply to such attacks 
because lam nottroubled thereby. 1 believe gen- 


' tlemen mean their attacks ina Pickwickian sense. 


They make them when they have nothing else to 
say. When their propositions are such as to ad- 
mit of no other argument, they fall upon our much- 
abused committee. I might have been troubled by 
these allusions if | had not become used to them 
Having served upon the Committee of Ways and 
Means for seme four years, I have become very 
indifferent to this kind of talk; we have become so 
accustomed to being scolded about, that we do not 
feel it.@ We have got used to it, and appreciate it 
at its true value, which is nothing at all. 1 think, 
sir, we Shall continue to do our duty, nevertheless. 
l am not at all troubled about these attacks, but | 
am sorry to see the public money voted away ina 
manner so prodigal and indefensible. ‘The judg- 
ment of the country, and the sober sense of these 
gentlemen themselves, will assuredly be with us 
in the end. 

The House has already voted an appropriation 
to Paducah, Kentucky. We had before appro- 
priated for that point the sum of $49,625, Vive 
thousand has been added now, making in all, 
over $54,000 for that point. The hospital is oc- 
cupied, and in operation, Nine persons are em- 
ployed there, and the annual amount of their 
compensation is over $3,000. The annual interest 
on the money already appropriated is about $3,000 
more, making nearly $6,000 as the annual ex- 
pense, in addition to the $54,000 expended there, 
at a point where there is not a patient, where 
there has not been one during the last year, and 
where I am not aware that there ever has been, or 

ver is likely to be,apatient. And notwithstand- 


ing this the committee voted the appropriation of | 


$5,000. 

it is probably useless to contest the Natchez ap- 
propriation now, after such a vote, to say nothing 
of others like it, and I do not propose to. If the 
issue is to be made before the country upon such 
a system of appropriations, | am prepared, for 
one, to meet it. I am willing that it should go 
before the country, and that the country should 
settle it; I read no homilies to other gentlemen on 
this floor. If they are content with their position 
Iam with mine. I say to gentlemen—and I ad- 
dress myself particularly to this side of the House 
—that we are starting out upon a programme of 
appropriations which, if carried out, will require 
an annual appropriation of $70,000,000. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was not-acreed to. 

‘The question then recurring upon the original 
amendment, it was put, and decided in the nega- 
tive. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Cammittee on 
Foreign Affairs, offered the following amendment: 

For compensation to Peter Parker, for services as chargé 
d’atfaires in China from 24th May, 1852, to 3lst January, 
1853, being the difference between the salary as secretary 


of legation and interpreter and that of chargé d’affaires for 
the above stated time, $1,370 78. 


Mr. CHANDLER. In pursuance of the di- 
rection of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, I 
directed a letter to the Secretary of State in refer- 
ence to this matter, and he answered that Mr. 
Parker served during that time as chargé d’af- 
faires, and that it was proper to make the appro- 
yriation. 

Mr. FULLER. I should like to inquire of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania whether there has 
been any such officer as chargé d’affaires to that 
Government? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. When the 
former Commissioner retired, he appointed this 
gentleman as chargé d’aflaires. 
~ Mr. FULLER. Was he not a mere secretary 
of lezation, performing the duties of the Minister? 
Is there any such officer known to the law as 
chargé d’affaires ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He is, in diplomatic lan- 
guage, a chargé d’affaires, and is charged with 
the duties belonging to a Minister. 

Mr. FULLER. I understand that we have a 
yvrade of Ministers—chargé d’affaires—inferior to 
a full Minister. There was a full Minister to 
that court. with a secretary of legation, who, in 
the absence of the Minister, performed the duties 
pertaining to the mission. | am, therefore, op- 
posed to the principle of giving pay to any officer 
not known to the law or accredited to that Gov- 
ernment. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


I rise to a question of order 
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upon thatamendment. I do not understand that 
that amendment proposes to supply a deficiency 
in any respect; but that it proposes nothing more 
nor less than this: to give an additional sum of 
money to an individual for what is represented to 
be extra service. That is about the amount of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. While upon this point, 
the Chair would make the same inquiry that he 
did of the gentleman from New York, {Mr. Mor- 
GAN,] whether the law now authorizes the payment 
of this money, or whether the appropriation is 
merely for the purpose of paying money now due? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will read a clause of a 
letter from Secretary Marcy upon that point. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would like to hear 
the whole letter read. 

The letter was then read, as follows: 


DeraRTMENT OF SrTate, ? 
Wasnineron, Feb. 7, 1854. § 
Sir: T have the honor toacknowledge the ree< ipt 


t your 
letter of the 6th inst 


» Inquiring, Under instructions from the 
committee of which you are a member, whether Dr. Peter 
Parker is entitled to the pay of a chargé d'affaires of the 
United States from the 24th of May, 1852, to the 3ist of 
January, 1853. 

In reply, | have the Honor to inform vou that it appears 
from the files of this Department, that Dr. Parker acted as 
chargé d’aflaires ad interim of the United States in China 
during the term above mentioned, and that it is uxual for 
Congress to grant a secretary of legation in such ecnees 
the difference between his salary and that of a chargé d’af. 
faires 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, sir, your obe 
dient servant, W. L. MARCY. 
Hon. Joseru R. Cuanpter, of the Committee on Foreign 

Affairs of the House of Represe ntatives of the U. 5. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
order being de ided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
this case is somewhat like the case trom New 
York. The Chair then decided the claim to be in 
order, and that it was not a private’claim; but the 
Chair was overruled by the decision of the 
mittee. 


1 insist upon my point of 


thinks that 


cCom- 
This case differs somewhat from that, 
and the Chair agrees with the Secretary in the 
opinion that this money is due to the individugl 
named for his services. The Chair theréfore de- 
cides the amendment to be in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not think that the 
Chairman states, as the Secretary has stated, that 
it is due according to usual courtesy, and not by 
law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
this kind every year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
amendment to be in order. 
from Virginia appeal? 

Mr. LETCHER. I think it is like the New 
York case, and I do appeal. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would be 
get some information upon this subject. I under- 
stand that this Mr. Parker was an officer 
upon this mission, and that he has received the 
pay due to his position. The whole account is 
therefore closed. | ask whether or not this par- 
ticular sum is proposed to be given to him as 
chargé d’affaires ad interim, and whether it is a 
deficiency or not. What is the deficiency here? 
[ desire to be informed upon this point. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
gentleman’s salary. 

Mr. SMITH. [am not aware that the gentle- 
man has any salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is in order. 


We have precedents of 


Chair rules the 
Does the gentleman 


vlad to 


sent 


itis a deficiency in the 


} From this decision the 
gentleman from Virginia appeals; and the ques- 
tion now is, ** Shall the opinion of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the committee ?’’ 

The question was taken, and the decision of the 
“hair was not sustained; and the amendment was 
ruled out of order. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the committee 
do now rise, and report the bill and amendments to 
the House. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 


to offer. 


T have another amendment 
l move to add the following: 

And that Abelard Guthin, late claimant for a seat in the 
House of Representatives from Nebraska, be allowed the 
same per diem and mileage that was allowed to Hugh N. 
Smith and Almon W. Babbit, of New Mexico and Utah, 
under similar circumstances. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I rise to a question of or- 
der. There is no law authorizing such an appro- 
priation, and I submit that it cannot be made ana 
deficiency. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I can state to the gentle- 
man that it has been the custom heretofore to make 
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appropriations of this character without any spe- 
cific law authorizing them. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is there any law author- 
izing the election of a Delegate from the Territory 
of Nebraska, or recognizing such a person at all? 

Mr. EDGERTON. Again, I state to the gen- 
tleman and to the committee, that appropriations 
have heretofore been made, paying the per diem and 
mileage of Delegates sent from a Territory without 
any law authorizing them to be sent, and when 
the Territory had not been organized. Such was 
the fact in reference to the De lerates first sent from 
Utah, from New Mexico, and from Minnesota. 
The Delevates sent from those Territories received 
their regular per diem and mileage, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the Territories were not organized 
when they were elected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Will the gentleman per- 
mit me to make a single statement? 


Mr. EDGERTON. I will yield to the gentle- 
man. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Inthe case provided for 


in the emendment offered by the gentleman, the 
Delewate came on, but was not admitted to a seat 
upon this floor. In the cases to which the gentle- 
man alludes as precedents, however, the ‘Terri- 
tories were subsequently organized, and the Dele 
gates obtained their seats if my 
correct—so that the cases are not parallel ones. 
Mr. EDGERTON. In re ply to the gentleman 
I would say, that Delegates came on from Utah 
and New Mexico and obtained this per diem and 
mileage when they had not been admitted to seats 


recollection . 


upofi this floor. 
Mr. ORR. Do Lunderstand the Chair to decide 
this amendment to be in order? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was in doubt, 
and desired information in respect to the amend- 
merit. 

Mr. 


EDGERTON. I have only to repeat what 
1 have 


already said. ‘These Delegates to whom 
l have referred were elected fron New Mexico 
and Utah, and came on here. They were denied 
@ats in this House, but were, nevertheless, paid 
their per diem and mileage. 

The CHAIRMAN. From the precedents here- 
tofore set incommittee, the Chair is of the opinion 
that the amendmentis clearly out of order, and 
he so ruled it. 

Mr. McNAIR.. I move that the committee do 
now rise, and report the bill and amendments to 
the House. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I demand tellers upon 
the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messr 
and Vau. were appointed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to 
I dena d— 

[Cries of ** Order }”” * Order!” 
fusion.] 

Mr. McNAIR. 


the committee rise. 


s. WHEELER 


and much con- 


I withdraw the motion that 


Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I moveto amend the 
bill by adding the following: 


For the payment of the balance of the actual and neces 


sary expenses incurred by the provisional government of 


Oregon in defending the people of said Territory from the 


attacks and hostilities of the Cayuse Indians, in the years 
1847 and 18485 and that it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury to allow and pay the sums found due and 
allowed by the Governor of said Territory, or any one of 
the commissioners on Cayuse war claims, $75,000. 

Mr. Chairman, 1 am reluctant to consume the 
time of this committee upon any question. 1 
never do so unless the interests of my constitu- 
ency are involved. The amendment! propose con- 
cedes nothing more than a further appropriation, 
required y) order to meet a liability assumed by 
Congress, by the original appropriation, and in 
which this sum appears now as a deficiency. | 
propose it in behalf of those who voluntarily 
turned out and performed military service in de- 
fense of the lives and property of the people of 
Oregon, for a period of from six to eight months, 
against the attacks and hostilities of the Cayuse 
Indians. The troops, for the expenses of whom 
this further appropriation is asked, subsisted them- 
selves during the entire period of this war, and 
have neither been paid for their services or their 
expenses remunerated, the appropriation having 

roved insufficient. 

When it is remembered that the people of Ore- 
gon have never enjoyed the benefit of the protec- 
tion afforded by troops stationed in the Territory, 
and that by some means or other it seems to have 


1 point of order. | 


| these claims. 


become the settled policy of the Government to 
leave that country without any protection whatso- 
ever—save that which may be afforded by the peo- 
ple themselves—lI can imagine no reason why they 
should not at least be remunerated for the actual 
and necessary expenses incurred by them in the 
discharge of a duty which rightfully a ins to 
the General Government, but which, being there 
neglected, is performed by the people. 

During the last summer, when Indian hostili- 
ties again occurred in the Rogue River valley, and 
the settlements were about being sweptaWay and 
destroyed by the depredations of the Indians of 
that valley, Captain Alden, a gallant and brave 
gentleman, commanding a post in northern Cali- 
fornia,and within striking distance of the scene of 
trouble, came over, with his entire command at 
that time capable of service, which was but nine 
only, and by his prompt action with this handful 
of ‘* regulars,’ aided by the gallant citizens of 
the Territory who volunteered to the service, suc- 
ceeded in preserving the settlements of the valley 
from the destruction with which they were men- 
aced by the savages of that country. In 
this we lost a number killed, and many more | 
crippled for life. The wounded, however, of our 
service are not here soliciting pensions for their 
wounds. We defend ourselves, and ask pay only 
for the time we are engaged inthe service, and for 
our subsistence while we are in the field in defense 
of the country, and in quelling the Indian disturb- 
ances. 

| wish, Mr. Chairman, I had time to detail the 
cause and history of that Cayuse war. It will be 
recollected that the Indians attacked the settlement 
of Mr. Whitman, a missionary among them, and 
wantonly and barbarously murdered him, his 
wife, and others then residing atthe station. To 
this wanton and unprovoked butchery is to be 
traced the cause and commencement of that war. 
‘That it was repressed without the sacrifice of our 
settlements in Oregon is to be attributed to the 
gallantry, self-dental, and courage of those for the 
payment of whose expenses this amendment is 
proposed. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already submitted to this 
House a bill, now in the hands of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, making an appropriation for 
the payment of the expenses of the late war with 
the Rogue River Indians, to which I alluded afew 
moments since. The citizens, in that instance, 
were called out by Captain Alden for the suppres- 
sion of the hostilities of those savages, and are, it | 
seems to me, of course entitled to compensation 
for their services. Will the committee now de- 
termine that these appropriations shall not be made | 
to pay the just and necessary expenses of the 
people of Qregon in defending themselves, their | 
families, and their property from the attacks and 
hostilities of the Indians of the country, who are 
thus left unrestrained by a neglect and seeming 
indifference for which the people of Oregon are in 
no sense responsible? I trust not. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to say to the commit- 
tee, and to the gentleman from Oregon, also, that 
after this matter was up in committee yesterday 
a communication on the subject came from the 
proper Department, and was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means. That committee have 
looked into it to some extent. 
tion is somewhat of a lengthy and involved char- 
acter. And while it is the feeling of the Com- 


doing 
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ner, reported $10,400, and Mr. Wait, the second 
commissioner, reported $76,830, making $87,230 
in all. Some additional claims have been added 
by the Government, and when they have all been 

paid, there is the balance left which I have men- 
cae Sull, in fairness to Oregon, I must say 
that there have been three other commissioners, 
Messrs. Harding, Rice, and Terry, who have ex- 
amined, orare engaged in examining those claims. 
The papers which the Department has sent to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, do not show that 
any report has yet come in from either of those 
three commissioners. Now, if it be true that 
there isa report showing the act of these com- 
missioners, if it be any satisfaction to the Delegate 
from Oregon, I assure him that I am willing to 
make provision for it. For one, | am wil! ing 
to say that, so far as I am cone erned, he shal] 
have myc ordial support, if areport come in show- 
ing that these commissioners have acted, and that 
that action requires further appropriation, | will, 
at least, give him my feeble aid for the purpose of 
taking a “proper care of these claims. Suffice it 
for this purpose to say that, as far as the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means are concerned, they 
were of the opinion that the thing was not in a 
position where it was proper for them in this de- 
ficiency bill to appropriate. When the regular 
bill oon up, and we have more information on 
the subject, it will be time enough to answer all 
the purposes of the Delegate from Oregon. [ 
therefore hope that he will Be satisfied with this 
explanation, and not press his claim further at 
this time. 

Mr. LANE. Iam unwilling to press anything 
which the committee think that I ought not to 
press. My demand is only for justice to the Ter- 
ritory which I have the honor to represent upon 


. this floor. 


The communica- | 


mittee of Ways and Means—if I may be allowed | 


to say as much as that of their action—to go any 
reasonable and rational length, i may properly 
say that [ fully concur in what is reasonably 
claimed not only for Oregon but for any of the 
Territories. Yet the committee think that this 
appropriat tion ought to be delayed for the present. 
So far from there being any defici lency 
munication from the Department says that of the 
$100,000 heretofore appropriated to pay the ex- 
oe of the war there is yet an unexpended 
balance of $3,224 59. Still, justice to the Dele- 
gate from Oregon requires me to say, that, under 
the existing laws, that amount is not at present 
applicable to claims, for reasons which I could not 
take the time now to state without wearying the 
committee, 

There have been five commissioners appointed 
by the Legislature and the Governor of Oregon, 
for the purpose of ascertaining the amount of 


, the com- 


The first commissioner, Mr. Skin- |! 


In explanation, however, I beg to be allowed to 
read the communication from the last commis. 
sioner. My friend from New York has truly said 
that there have been five commissioners to exam- 
ine and allow claims of persons on account of 
that war. He has given what has been reported 
by two of them. The books of the commission 
have been turned over by each commissioner to 
his successor. They show the amount of awards. 
The awards are notall here, and itis not necessary 
that they should be all filed in Washington city 
until an appropriation has been made to pay them. 
The communication to which I have refered is as 
follows: 


OrFrice oF Commissions, ) 
Satem, OreGon, November 23, 1853. § 
Sir: I have been quite busily engaged, for the past few 
davs, in examining the books of the Cayuse war, in order 
to ascertain, as near as practicable, the whole cost of that 
war. I find, after said examination, that the whole cost of 
the Cayuse war will amount to one hundred and seventy 
five thousand dollars, ($175,000,) needing another appro- 
priation of seventy five thousand dollars ($75,000) to cover 
the full expenses of said war. 


Hoping that the appropriation will be speedily passed for 
the benefit of those concerned, I will ever remain your 
obedient servant, CHESTER N. TERRY, 
Commissioner on Cayuse War Claims. 
Hon. Josern Lane. 

Now, sir, as exhibited in the books, the com- 
missioner has allowed all the claims, and the 
awards were allowed as granted. And permit me 
to say here, that the comptroller, whom I regard 
as honest a man as there 1s in the world, has told 
me, overand over, that the awards made by the 
commissioner have been made in so strict and 
correct a manner that he had not found it his duty 
to refuse the payment of a single charge. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that if the 
committee think 1 ought to withdraw the amend- 
ment I will do so with pleasure, for I never would 
ask anything which I did not think right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to un- 
derstand whether the gentleman from Oregon with- 
draws his amendment. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman,some of my friends 
think it better that I should withdraw it; } am will- 
ing to do so, and leave the bill as it stands 

The amendment was therefore withdrawn. 


Mr. WHEELER. I movethat the committee 
do now rise, and report the bill, with the amend- 
ments adopted, to the House. 

The question was put, and agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman 
of the committee [Mr. Seymour] took the floor 
to report S 
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Mr. FLORENCE, (interrupting.) Mr. Speak- 
er, | submit that under the rule—I having ad- 
’ . ™ , ; 
dressed the Chair before the motion was made for 


the committee to rise and report the bill to the 
House—that it Is not ip order to make a final re- 
port, asking the sanction of the House to it, till 
the amendment 1s acted on. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisan action which has 
reference to the committee, and not to the House. 
It is too late now to mention the matter. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, Chairman of the committee, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under their considera- 
tion, according to order, House bill No. 49, and 
had directed him to report it to the House, with 
sundry amendments, and with the recommendation 
that the bill, as amended, do pass. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I submita privileged ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will state his proposition. 

“Mr. FLORENCE, If it is not a just one it 
may be decided in a moment. I do not desire to 
detain the House, but inasmuch as I have been 
deprived of my privilege, | now move to recom- 
mit the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has not the floor at this time forany such 


propo tion. 


The SPEAKER then informed the House that | 


the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had reported that the com- 
mittee had had under consideration the deficiency 
bill,and had made sundry amendments, and recom- 
mended that the bill and amendments do pass. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move the previous question 
on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
the House do now adjourn, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man to withdraw that motion, and let the previ- 
ous question be seconded, and the main question 
ordered, and then renew his motion. 

[Many voices, ** That is right.’’ 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I withdraw the motion. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I now move that the | 


House adjourn. 


The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 


The House, accordingly, (at half past three | 


o’clock,) adjourned until to-morrow. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 9, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Wintiam H. Mivsur_n. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
_Mr. BROWN presented the petition of Mrs. 
Nannie Denman, widow of Lieutenant F. J. Den- 


man, of the United States Army, praying a pen- | 


sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensons. 

Mr. CASS presented a memorial of citizens of 
the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the ratification of a treaty whereby a reciprocal 
international copyright is proposed between this 
country and Great Britain; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the memorial of the 
heirs and representatives of Colonel George Gib- 
son, praying five years’ commutation pay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

_ Also, the memorial of George Mattingly, pray- 
ing the United States to confirm his title to square 
four hundred and ninety-five, sold to him by mis- 
take by the corporation of Washington; which 
was referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

_Mr. BAYARD presented a petition, numerously 
signed by citizens of Delaware, remonstrating 
against the passage of any bill which will permit 
the introduction of slavery now or at any future 
ume into any portion of the Territory of Nebraska; 
which was ordered to lie on the table 

Also, a memorial of citizens of the State of 

elaware, praying a further appropriation for the 
completion of the piers at Reedy Island; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition of 
Rebecca Bright, widow of Jacob Bright, praying 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PRATT presented documents in relation 
to the claim of the heirs of Major Andrew Leitch, 
deceased, praying interest upon seven years’ half 
pay allowed under an act of 20th June, 1834; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a document contain- 
ing statistical information in relation to the line 
of mail steamers proposed to be established by 
Christian Hansen between Brooklyn, New York, 
and certain ports in Europe; which was referred 
to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Also, a petition of Horatio Seymour, and other 
citizens of New York, praying that the biil to 
secure the rights of citizenship to children of citi- 
zens of the United States born abread, may be- 
come a law in the form it which it passed the 
Hlouse of Representatives; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Goyette, one of the 
descendants of John B. Laboute, a captain during 
the war of the Revolution, praying to be allowed 
bounty land and commutation pay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, a petition of voters of Bergen and its vi- 
cinity, in the State of New York, remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill to organize the Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Clinton county, 
New York, praying the passage of a law to grant 


, to the officers and soldiers of the Army of the 


United States, in the second war of independence, 
one hundred and sixty acres of land; or, if de- 
ceased, to their widows and heirs-at-law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition of citizens of New York, pray- 
ing the prohibition of the sale of slaves for debts 
due the United States; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


Mr. WADE presented the petition of Elizabeth 
Summers, widow of Cornelius Summers, who 
served in the last war with Great Britain as a sub- 
stitute for one Gray, praying to be allowed bounty 


land; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


Mr. BELL presented the petition of Thomas 
B. Eastland, late major and quartermaster in the 
Army in the war with Mexico, praying to be 
credited with an amount of money disallowed by 
the United States in the settlement of his accounts, 
and compensation for the performance of certain 
services not in the line of hisduty; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of John H. Thompson and 
others, composing a company of volunteers raised 
under a call by Major General Gaines, during the 
war with Mexico, praying to be allowed the pay 
due them; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, the petition of John H. Thompson, pray- 
ing payment for provisions and provender fur- 
nished to a company of mounted men, raised for 
service in Mexico, under a call by Major General 
Gaines; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a joint resolution ex- 
planatory of an act entitled ** An act for the relief 
of Abigail Stafford;’’ which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Gray, McMurdo, 
& Co., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the memorial of Benedict J. Heard, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief; which was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing. 

THE PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved that 5,000 additional 
copies be printed of the report of the Secretary of 
War, communicating copiesvof all reports of: the 
engineers and other persons employed to make ex- 


plorations and surveys to ascertain the most prac- | 
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ticable and economical route for a railroad from 
the Mississippi river to the Pacific ocean that have 
been received at that Department. 

The motion was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
rranting the right of way to the St. Louis and 
lron Mountain Railroad Company, through the 
arsenal, magazine, and Jefferson barrack tracts, 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


INDIGENT INSANE PERSONS. 


Mr. FOOT. I desire to ask the induleence of 
the Senate this morning to allow me to cal! up the 
bill making a grant of public lands to the several 
States and Territories of the Union for the benefit 
of indigent insane persons. I desire to remark 
that this bill was referred, at an early day of the 
session, to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
early reported by that committee, and it stands 
upon the general orders in advance of all other 
bills making appropriations of public lands. I 
should be entirely willing to allow it to be taken 
up in the order in which it stands on the Calen- 
dar, if the practice of the Senate would allow it 
to be reached in that order; but the practice, as 
our experience has taught us, is that bills stand- 
ing in. the rear of it are from day to day taken up, 
and made special orders in advance of it. I there- 
fore desire to have this bill taken up at the present 
time. 

I may remark, however, that ifany Senator pres- 
entshall express his determination or desire to dis- 
cuss the bill, 1 will not ask the Senate to proceed 
with its consideration at thistime. Ido not desire 
to interpose this or any other question in the way 
of the consideration of the pending special order; 
neither do I desire that when this bill shall be taken 
up and presented to the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, if it shall elicit discussion, that that discussion 
shall be interrupted, but that it may proceed until 
the action of the Senate be finally had upon the 
bill. ‘Therefore, if any Senator shall express a 
desire to debate the measure, I will only move 
that it be made the special order for some early 
day, with the understanding that the Senate on that 
day, if it shall not be in the way of any other 


‘special order, will take it up, debate it, act upon 


it, and finally dispose of it. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understood the Senator to say 
that if there were objections to the bill, he desired 
to fix a day for its consideration. With that un- 
derstanding I did not object to taking it up, but 
for one, | never can consent to vest the title of 
lands in one State for any purpose in other States. 
An important principle is involved in the bill, and 
I shall certainly object to its passage. 

Mr. FOOT. What I said, Mr. President, was, 
that if any Senator present desired to debate the 
bill, to occupy any time in the discussion of it, 
I would agree to make it the special order for 
some early day, and would not press its consid- 
eration at the present time; but if there be no ob- 
jection, causing delay in the action of the Senate 
on the bill, I should desire to have a vote now. 

The amendment to the bill, reported from the 
committee, in the form of a substitute for the 
whole bill, was read by the Secretary. 

Mr. PETTIT. I propose to discuss the bill 
when it shall come up fully before us for action. 
| now desire to offer an amendment to it. 1 ara 
not prepared, from the reading of the bill, to say in 
what section it should be inserted. \t can, how- 
ever, bé inserted in the proper place. The object 
of the amendment is to confine the grant of lands 
to the States in which the public lands lie. It is 
as follows: 

Provided, ‘That all the grants of lands provided for by this 
act shall be confined to such States as have public lands in 
them equal to the amount hereby granted to such State. 


Mr. FOOT. That amendment is, of course, 
entirely inconsistent with all the provisions of the 
bill. leisbasel as the Senator from Indiana ex- 
presses his determination to discuss the bill, I will 
move, agreeably to the announcement with which 
I called it up, that its further consideration be 
postponed until Monday next, and made the spe- 
cial order for that day. 


; 
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Severat Senarons objected to the day as being 
too early. 
Mr. FOOT. I will modify the motion, and name 
Monday week. 
The motion was agreed to. 
FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
the consideration of the bill to provide for 
the ascertainment and satisfaction of 
American citizens for spoliations committed by 
the French prior to the 3lst day of July, Lsvl. 
Mr. HAMLIN. On comparing the printed 
bill, which was reported from the committee last 
year, with the engrossed bill as it passed, I find 
there are verbal amendments which I propose to 


{ 
RumCU 
»! . x 
ciaims of 


make to this bill, so as to make it precisely like 
the bill which passed last year. I therefore pro- 
pose to amend the first section by inserting 

the word **assignment,’’in the pr 

‘*except gifts or donations,’”’ and to strike out the 
word ** cleimant’’ and insert * assignee,’ 
the proviso shall read: 


after 


yvisO, the words 


’ t t 
30 Lhal 


Provided, also, That in all cases of transfer or ign 
ment, except gifts or donations, no asSignee shall be enti 
Ued to receive an amount beyond the consideration paid 


and interest thereon. 


trike out the 
words ‘** twenty years from,’’ and insert at the 
end of the section ** upon twelve months’ notice, ”’ 
so that the clause will read: 


And also in the seventh section tos 


And such certificates of stock shall be redeemable at the 
pleasure of the ft ited States, at any time after the date of 
the terinination of said COomipission upon twe Ive months’ 


The amendments were agreed to; the bill was 
ré porte d to the Senate as amended, the amend- 
ments were concurred in,and the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. ‘That is the bill pro- 
viding for the payment of French spoliations com- 
mitted prior to 130], and in the language that the 
Senator from Georgia (Mr. Dawson] employs, 
when he speaks of land bills, I desire to call the 
attention of the country, the people of the old as 
well as the new States, to the fact, that the Senate 
of the United States are now about to pass a bill 
which | believe would not have been read, but for 
the amendment which I offered. 1 think the Sena- 
tor from Viaine proposed to pass it through with- 
out reading, informing the Senate that it was the 
bill which had passed at a previous session, 

Mr. WELLER. Appropriatingonly 45,000,000. 

Mr, DODGE, of Towa. Only $5,000,000, my 
friend from California says, were to be appro- 
priated, without the bill being read. I know how 
vain any opposition is which | may attempt to 
make to a bill such as this, which has grown with 
its age and strengthened by every possible appli- 
ancé, Suffice it then to say, that a bill which could 
not get a committee of men who lived at the day 
and generation when the obligations were in- 
curred, to report it to the Senate of the United 
States; which could not get a corporal’s guard to 
support itin the earlier history of the country, 
when the actors in the scenes out of which the 
claims grew were living, and upon whom the ob- 
ligation rested to repay that country which acted 
so noble a part with us in our Revolution, and to- 
wards which I shall ever cherish the most kindly 
sympathies—now, since the jobbers, the men who 
crowd and fill up the aisles here around Congress, 
urge their claims, the bill can pass, pass without a 
struggle and without opposition; and yet let the 
homestead bill—let a bill which is for men, for 
muscle, sinew, and bone, upon the frontier, come 
up, or a bill which is to aid a State, and not take 
one dollar from the Treasury of the United States, 
and you will see how it will be fought to despera- 
tion by every sort of appliance that the rules will 
favor. This bill, vetoed by one President, re- 
jected by all the men that lived in the days when 
‘the obligation was incurred, is now so powerful 
that it is to pass, and will pass triumphantly, un- 
less it should meet with a presidential veto, or a 
defeat in the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire only to correct ene 
mistake which the Senator from Iowa has made. 
He says that when these claims had their origin 
in the history of the country there were found 
none to give them a favorable report. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. A bill, I said. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Why the Senator is wholly 
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_the settlement of these claims, when our Govern- 
ment appropriated them to pay their own debts, 
a reporton the bill was made to Congress, and 
every Congress from that day to this has followed 
it up. ‘ 

Mr. PRATT. ‘There is one other observation 
made by my friead from lowain which I think he 
is mistaken. He says that the owners of the 
claims embraced tn this bill, are now stock-jobbers 
who crowd the lobbies of your Senate Ch umber, 
and that therefore the bill will pass without any 
opposition; but when the homestead bill is brought 
up it will be fought and opposed on every side of 
this Chamber. 

3, in my apprehension, is 

now t 


Now the distinction between these 
that the 


citizens a 


two bill this: 


Lyahl vefore us 18 to pay your own 


which was honestly 


ment to them; while the bill 


due from your Govern- 
to which the Senator 
ly a premium offered to the immuigra- 
intry. That is the 
see between the bills. I 


devt 


refers is o1 


tion Of toreigners to 


this co 


distinction which I two 


think the bill before us, which is for the payment ; 


to your own citizens of an honest debt which has 
been delayed for years and years, ought to pass. 
lhe Senator says it has not even been read; it has 
has 


been read; it been read in this Chamber year 


after year, and ithas been passed whenever brought 
tu a vote here, under every state of political pare 
It has always passed the Sen- 
whenever a vote has been given in the 


ties Inthe Senate, 
ate; and 
other branch of Congress, it has always passed 
ihere. 


Vir 
Mil. 


allusion to the 
homestead bill, in this connection, on the part of 


President, I thought the 
my friend from lowa, was unkind towards those 
c1uzel rate; l speak of my 
own State, which | represent here. ‘They are not 
besieging the Senate or any one here, in reference 
to their claims; they are honest citizens of Mary- 
land, who were owners of the 

debt 1s honestlyalue from this Government, 
from the French Govern- 
Therefore, I do think that 
my friend from lowa is unkind in characterizing 
them as he has done. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. It was the least of my 
design to be unkind to anybody,and certainly not 
to the Senators from Maine and Maryland; but I 
declare before God and man that with all my 
reading on the subject—and I admit that it is not 


S, at any those rom 


vessels, and the 
be- 
cause it has received 


ment a quid pro quo. 


'a very great deal, but I have read numerous | 


speeches in relation to it, and | have heard one 
from the honorable Senator from Virginia, not 
now in his seat, and from the late Senator from 
Missouri—I believe the claim bas no foundation 
whatever in justice. And, although my friend 
states bills have passed, | ask him if a bill ever 
passed the two Elouses of Congress before 1846? 
From 13800, then, to 1846, these claiins were be- 
fore Congress, and petitioned for, but a bill never 
was passed, I believe, before 1846. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Oh, no. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. It passed the Senate, 
but never, until 1846, did Congress pass it, and 
then it was aftera violent struggle. Now it passes 
almost unanimously; and I now refer to that which 
| believe to be the case; and I neither wish to mis- 
represent, nor do any injustice to any one of the 
claimants, or anybody else. I understand, though, 
that those interested—the purchasers of these old 
claims—have puton foot, among other appliances, 
one of sending out agents to the capitals of different 
States, and getting up grand champagne parties, 
with a view to get instructions through the different 
State Legislatures, and that there are high-minded, 
honorable Senators here now upon this floor who 
vote for the bill because of the instructions which 
are thus gotten up in different parts of the country. 
I have heard thatin relationto it. Sir, the claims 
are strengthening, and I believe will continue to 
strengthen. There was a tremendous struggle to 
pass them before; but they pass now almost with- 
out objection, 

Mr. PRATT. I desire to ask one question of 
the Senator from Ilowa—whether a vote in either 
branch of Congress has ever been taken upon this 
bill, in which it has not passed by a decided ma- 
jority? I can answer that no such vote has ever 
been taken. 

Mr. PETTIT. Mr. President, as I propose to 
vote for this bill, I will briefly state to the Senate 
my reasons for that vote. I may be misinformed 
as to the historical facts of the case; but if I am 


itself with greater force of justice to the Senate and 


the country than this. 

I will say to the Senator from Towa that I wil? 
not, however, oppose his homestead bill, but wil! 
endeavor to be a co-laborer in that great measure. 
There will, therefore, be one Senator in the body 
who will vote for both these measures, believing 
them not to be incompatible, but to be demanded 
by the highest considerations of public and private 
benefit. 

Mr. President, if I understand the history of 
the matter, itis briefly this, without reference to 
dates particularly: During the revolutionary war 
we were weak and needed assistance. Weat that 
time applied to the powerful monarch of France 
to become our ally. We made with France a 
treaty offensive and defensive. We stipulated that 
she should furnish us with money and men to aid 
us in our struggle, and we stipulated to return a 
like equivalentto her. Weagreed, also, to protect 
her in the continued and perpetual possession of her 
W est India islands. Our war ceased, and came to 
a final, glorious, and advantageous termination, 
not more by the prowess of our own ancestors 
than by the assistance of the French Government. 
As I said, we made an alliance, offensive and de- 
fensive, with France, and we stipulated to defend 
her against her enemies, and parucularly against 
Great Britain, and especially to protect her in the 
continuance of the possession of her West India 
tslands. Our difficulty passed away. Hers came 
on, and she in vain appealed to our Government 
to come forward and render that service which we 
had stipulated to render in return for what she had 
done for us. We failed to render her any assist- 
ance. Thecondition of our country was such that 
we could not do it. We had neither the men, nor 
the money, nor the navy, to carry out our stipu- 
lation with her. We had, therefore, like a bank- 
rupt ereditor, to say, ** You have got our bond, 
but we cannot perform its conditions.’’ Such f 
understand to have been precisely the condition of 
things. 

France, then, incensed by our unwillingness or 
inability; unwillingness, as she called it, for her 
magnanimity would probably have induced her to 
pardon us if we had been able to show her clearly 
that we were unable to perform it, and she would 
have been an indulging ereditor; but believing that 
we were perfidiously and meanly refusing to per- 
form our part of the contract, for which we had re- 
ceived a valuable consideration, she authorized, in- 
directly, if not directiy, her cruisers, her privateers, 
and men-of-war, to commit depredations on our 
commerce, ‘They did commit innumerable depreda- 
tions upon our commerce, against which we pro- 
tested. But when we protested, they said, in st 
stance, in return, **You are a perfidious nation; 
you are justly liable to these reprisals; you have 
not performed your engagements with us, and we 
are now driven to the extremity of war, when you, 
our ally, to whom, in times gone by, we rendered 
good service, and liberated you from the bondage 
of Great Britain, now refuse to perform your part, 
and we will seek our indemnity and redress in 
what way we can.”’ 

These spoliations took place upon our merchant 
commerce, and were carried on for years and years. 
Then we applied to France, as it was our busi- 
ness, and our duty to do; for I hold that it 1s the 
duty of every Government to apply for redress for 
any injury or wrong done its citizens in the law- 
ful pursuit of commerce at home or abroad. When 
peace was again restored, we said to France, ‘‘ here 
is our bill of particulars; you have captured, seized, 
and destroyed when we were at peace with you 
and all Europe, vessel A, and vessel B; with their 
cargoes, and they have been condemned; we 
therefore demand of you an indemnity for these 
acts. 

France substantially said, she did not pretend 
to deny that the stipulations were true, but that 
she did not know the citizens, and only the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; she had nothing to 
do with the citizens, but only the Government of 
this country. And she said to the Government, 
‘we have a set-off against you; here is your 


1b- 


| bond, in which yowstipulated to return us services 


for those which we rendered to you; you stpu- 
lated to defend our West India possessions, but 


you have not done so; and we have lost them in 


consequence of your failure to perform that stipu- 
lation; we will therefore not pay your citizens; 


and totally mistaken. The very year succeeding || not, I can conceive of no bill which commends || we were justified in these acts; they were the only 
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means which we had of getting redress for the 
non-performance of your plighted faith,” _ 

After various attempts at negouation, after the 
matter had been talked over at Paris and at Wash- 
ington, repeatedly, and again and again brought 
to the consideration of the two Governments, it 
was finally settled that these claims should be mu- 
tually merged, that they should be mutually 
ohandoned—that France, in consideration of our 
-handoning and releasing her from her liability to 
our citizens for these spoliations committed against | 
the laws of war, and in consideration of our no 


longer importuning her to pay for them, would 





release us from the non-performance of our en- 
-~vements entered into in our treaty with her 
during the revolutionary. war, for mutual defense 
and protection. That, I understand, is the case 





yrecisel 
. [ ae. | for this bill years ago in the other House. 
I then gave ita more thorough examination than 
| have now given it. WhatI have now stated is 
from general recolfection, having no documents or 
particular dates before me; but the substance of 
my remarks will be found to be literally true, and 
to comport entirely with history. 

Now, sir, in what condition does this place us, is 
the next question ? We, as the sovereigns of the 
individuals of this country, or as their guardians, 
if vou prefer that term, have appropriated the debts || 
due our wards, the people of the United States, to 
liquidate our own debts. That is as good an illus- 
tration asi can give of it. A guardian is indebted 
to A, and A is indebted tothe ward. The guard- 
ian goes to A, and tells him, ** Sir, you owe money 
to my ward.’? That is precisely what we told 
France: ‘* You owe our citizens, whose interests 
we are bound to protect.”’ In the case which I 
have put, the guardian says to A, ‘*[ demand 
that you shall pay this bond in-favor of my ward, 
or that you shall pay him for the trespass you 
have committed, or the violation of his rights.’’ A 
says, ** 1 will not do it; you are the guardian, it 
is true; but here is your bond, and according to it 
you owe meso much. Now, why not settle this 
matter with me, and go back to your own house 
and settle with your ward as youcan? Youowe 
this amount, and more. Then cancel this debt, 
receipt tome for what I owe your ward, and I will 
receipt to you for what you owe me, and then 
you may go and settle with your ward as you 
please.”’ 

{ 

Well, sir, itis not only mutually stipulated so 
to do, but it is actually carried out and is done. 
The guardian gives A. full receipt and discharge; 
that is nothing more nor less than your release of 
the debt, and nothing more nor less than you have 
done by your treaty with France. You have 
exonerated ,absolved,and discharged, and released 
France from these liabilities long and long ago, 
more than half a century ago—so long, that those 
to whom the debts were first due, and justly due, 
as I hold, have long since, almost without excep- 
tion, been swept from the face of earth and gone 
to their long homes, leaving heirs to wrangle with 
Congress and the Government for their just dues. 

Well, sir, the debt is released; the guardian re- 
leases A, and takes a receipt in return fos what 
is due from him. In what condition in law, in 
equity, and, much more, in morals, does it place 
theguardian? IL ask you, if he can go home to his 
ward and tell him, ‘Sir, true l have released 
this bond, as I had the power to do, and dis- 
charged your debtor A, but I will not pay you my- 
self.” Sir, in your private life would not such a 
man be scorned and hooted from any community? 
I feel precisely in that situation here. While 
lam clothed with authority or power any where 
for the public interest, I will, at least, be as honest 
in the service of those who sent me hereas I would 
feel that honor and honesty required me to be in 
individual transactions. Sir, I desire to represent, 
and will represent, no constituency who would not 
allow me to say, ‘‘ takgas much money from our 
pockets as shall be necessary honorably to dis- 
charge our public engagements.”’ 

lt is suggested that it is one o’clock, the time 
for the special order, and if it is desirable to go 
on with that business I will give way now, and 
resume my remarks hereafter. I had desired to 
Say something further, but I give way. 

_On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the further con- 
sideration of the bill was pestponed to, and made 


the order of thé day for half past twelve o’clock, j! 
to-morrow. 
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CHARLES GORDON. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Lam instructed, by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to ask to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
Charles Gordon, and that it be referred to the 
Committee of Claims. I will say, that the docu- 
ments in the case made a favorable impression on 
the minds of the members of the committee as to 
the justice of theclaim; but as it was thought that 
the jurisdiction of the subject belonged to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and as there was some testi- 
mony wanting, it was resolved that the Senate 
should be asked to discharge the Committee on 
Public Lands, and to refer the memorial to the 
Committee of Claims. 

lt was so ordered. 


BILLS SIGNED. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bill and resolution; which had pre 
viously received the signature of the Speaker of 
the House: 

‘*An act to regulate the disbursement of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, and for other pur- 
oses.”’ 

‘© A resolution authorizing an increase of the 
force employed in the office of the Superintendent 
of the Public Printing.’ 


NEBRASKA TERRITORY. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to establish a Territorial Government in Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. SMITH proceeded to address the Senate, 
and when he had spoken an hour and a half, 

Mr.SEWARD. Itis apparent to the Senator 
that he cannot conclude his remarks to-day. | 
beg leave, therefore, with his consent, to submit 
the motion that the further consideration of the 
subject be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. SMITH. I did desire to finish my re- 
marks to-day, but I see that I cannot possibly 
do it, 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. WELLER. 1 shall have to object to that 
arrangement. ‘There are a good many Senators 
here—perhaps myself among the number—who 
desire to speak upon this question; but if we go 
on, allowing the Senate to adjourn upon a speech 
of an hour and a half each day, it will be utterly 
impossible to arrive at a decision of the question for 
many weeks tocome. Now,if the Senator will pro- 
ceed with his remarks until the usual hour of ad- 
journment of the Senate, | shall have no gbjection, 
if he should not have got through with his remarks 
then, to a postponement until to-morrow. But I 
do not see that the Senator is greatly exhausted 
by his remarks this morning; and | would prefer 
still more of the dose to-day, that I may have the 
less to take to-morrow. Therefore it is that | am 
not willing to agree to the motion. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not choose, after the re- 
marks of the Senator from California, who sug- 
gests that | should go on until the usual hour of 
adjournment 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. SMITH. I do not yield the floor. The 
gentleman says, he wants to get as much of the 
dose to-day as possible, so that he may have as 
little as possible to-morrow. ‘l'hat is a remark 
made by a Senator of the United States, and in 
the presence of the whole American Senate. It 
is an eminently characteristic remark. ‘That is all 
I have to say about it. I am ee willing 
that the honorable Senator shall display him- 
self- 

Mr. WELLER. 
me 

Mr.SMITH. He may make such displays as 
he pleases. I have nothing in reserve but silent 
contempt for such conduct. 

Mr. WELLER. If the Senate will indulge 
me, I said nothing, in my judgment, calculated to 
give offense to the Senator. I may say, I did not 
intend it. I did not say whether the dose was 
palatable or unpalatable. I desired to have as 
much of it to-day as possible, if the Senator would 
allow it, in order that we might have the less of it 
to-morrow. I donotknow what | have said that 
should have provoked the indignation of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. He well knows, of course, 
the opinion | entertain of him. I have never re- 











If the Senator will allow 





grades him as a gentleman, and, as a matter of 
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course, I would not have intruded myself at this 
time upon the Senate for the purpose of offending 
him. tam sure such was not intended. The re- 
lations which we have heretofore sustained were 
well understood by the Senate. It isa matter of 
no sort of importance to me whether the Senator 
regards me with contempt or not. All that I de- 
sired, in the remark which I made, was to hasten 
the determination of this question, I made thatin 
good faith, because | desired to bring it to a vote 
in the Senate at the very earliest day I could ob- 
tain. - 


Now, so far as the lancuage of the Senator is 
concerned, I have no reply to make to it. At the 
previous Congress, | was compelled from public 
consideration to give my opinion of him. That 
was heard by the Senate. [ have no disposition 
to repeat itnow. I cherish no unkind feelings to 
him. He took occasion, some years ago, when 
{ was commissioner upon the boundary survey 
between the United States and the Re} ublic of 
Mexico, to make unfounded charges against me. 
W hen I came hereasa Senator from that glorious 
State upon the Pacific, I took occasion to demon- 
strate that the charges against me were false and 
unfounded. He had not the manliness then to say 
that he had fallen into an error. He made no ex- 
planation. He neither attempted to justify norto 
explain himself. I was then compelled to make 
use of laneuage that I had trusted I never would 
be compe lled to make use of inthe Amé@rican Sen- 
ate. In what I said to-day,I intended no offense 
to him, nor to any other Senator; for when [ desire 
to insult, those who know me know that | am not 
in the habit of using equivocal language. Such 
was not my design to-day. 

I ought perhaps to apologize to the Senate—to 
the Senator I shall not—for the very innocent 
manner in which I have been drawn into this per- 
sonal discussion here to-day. If I said anything, 
therefore, at the outset, which was calculated to 
wound the feelings of any Senator, I cheerfully 
withdraw it. But my opinion of the Senator 
from Connecticut, as a matter of course, remains 
unchanged. 

Mr. SMITH. The remarks which the Sena- 
tor has now made are not of such a nature as to 
lead me to change the feeling with which [I look 
upon them. What he has said has very little to 
do with the question before us, and it is not ne- 
cessary for me to make any further reply to his 
remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Sutecps 
in the chair.) Is the motion to postpone with- 
drawn? 

Mr. SEWARD. Noa, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the further consideration of the subject be 
postponed until to-morrow, 

Mr. PRATT. I think it would be better to 
postpone it until Saturday ,—that will probably suit 
the Senator as well. ‘To-morrow is private bill 
day. Last Friday private bills were postponed at 
one o’clock for the purpose of considering this sub- 
ect. I hope that will not be done to-morrow. 

Mr. SMITH. I would inquire whether, if the 
subject be postponed until to-morrow, it being pri- 
vate bill day, it would not necessarily go over un- 
til Saturday ? 

Mr. PRATT. Not if the Senate fix upon to- 
morrow. Would it not suit the Senator as well 
to conclude his speech on Saturday ? 

Mr. SMITH. I am perfectly willing to do so, 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator will have a better 
opportunity of arranging his remarks by a post- 
ponement until Saturday. I hope the sense of the 
Senate will be taken upon so postponing it. 

Mr. SEWARD. If it is more agreeable to 
the honorable Senator and the Senate, | will mod- 
ify my motion to postpone until Saturday. 

Mr. MALLORY. J would ask whether, ifwe 
postpone this subject until to-morrow, we could 
not have the entire morning hour for private bills ? 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. Then I suggest that we 
should not postpone it until Saturday, but until 
to-morrow, at one o’clock. 

Mr. PRATT. To-morrow is the day upon 
which private bills cannot be arrested by the ob- 
jection of one individual. I understand that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bayanp] intends to 
discuss at large the policy of a class of bills which 
have been reported from the committee of which 
I have the honor to be a member. It wil! not be 
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competent for us to decide upon these bills in the 
morning hour. 
had better be postponed until Saturday, when the 
Senator from Connecticut can conclude his speech, 
so that we may have the whole of to-morrow for 
the consider ition of private bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question 
on the postponement unul Saturday, and declared 
that it appeared to be carried. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 shall have to appeal to the 
friends of the measure and to the indulgence of 
the Senate not to postpone the bill for a longer 
period than to-morrow, 

Mr. BRIGHT. I presume the Senate will 
hardly siton Saturday. I take it that there is not 
a Senator present but would prefer to give the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut an opportunity of finishing 
his speech to-morrow, and to dispense with the 
consideration of private bills. I therefore 
that the further consideration of the subject be 
postponed until to-morrow, at one o’clock. I think 
that will meet with the approbation of the Senator. 
There is no rule for the Senate adjourning over 
Saturday, but it is our custom. i 

Mr. PRATT. J suppose the question will be 
put on the 'ongest period first. 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw 
postpone until Saturday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will be on postponing the further consideration of 
the bill unts! to-morrow. 

Mr. PRATT. I move to amend, by substi- 
tuting Saturday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is first on postponing until to-morrow. 

Mr. PRATT. I have renewed the motion to 
postpone until Saturday, and, according to parlia- 
mentary rule,as I anderstand it, the question must 
first be taken on the lorgest period. 

Mr. BADGER. [think my friend from Mary- 
land is mistaken, The privileged motions when 
there is a question before the Senate, among others, 
are, to posipone until a time certain, and to post- 
pone indefinitely; but these motions are not amend- 
able. If a motion is made to postpone indefinitely, 
an amendment cannot be offered to strike out ‘ in- 
definitely’’ and put in ** to-morrow,”’ they are spe- 
cific privileged motions; and a motion being made 
to postpone until to-morrow, it must be put to 
postpone until to-morrow, 

The motion to postpone until to-morrow was 
agreed to. 


move 


the motion to 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On the motion of Mr. bRIGHT, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Tuurspay, February 9, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Winuiam H. Mirpurn. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the War Department, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with a resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the 30th ultimo, a report 
from the Chief of the Topographical Engineers, 
with such plans and estimates as were in the War 
Department, for the removal of obstructions at 
Colbert Shoals, in the Tennessee river. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is a communication in 
response to a resolution which I had the honor to 
offer. I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and be printed. 

The question was put, and the motion agreed to, 

GUANO TRADE. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I hold in my hand reso- 
lutions passed by the Legislature of the State of 
Maryland in regard to the present monopoly in the 
sale of guano. I ask leave to present the same to 
the House, and move that they be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and be printed. 

No objection being made, the resolutions were 
introduced and referred, as above indicated. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. On yesterday the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. FLorence) moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the House agreed to a 
certain amendment of the Senate to House bill 
(No. 50) ** making appropriations for the payment 


Prayer 


I therefore think that the subject ” 


of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for the year ending June 30, 1854.”’ The Clerk 
will report the amendment. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Will it be in order to post- 
pone the consideration of this subject unul my 
colleague, [Mr. FLorence,} who made the motion 
to reconsider, shall come into the House? I per- 
ceive he is not in his seat. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unani- 
mous consent. The Chair hears no 
and the Liouse will proceed to the next business 
In order. 


objection, 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

he SPEAKER. The business in order is the 
consideration of House bill (No. 49) ** to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1854,”’ 
upon which the main question has been ordered. 
The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union yesterday reported the following amend- 
ments, which will be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘There are a good many 
amendments to that bill, and [ suppose it will be 
the better way, if the House will agree thereto, 
to read over the amendments, and if any member 
desires a separate vote upon any of them, let him 
indicate that wish, as the reading progresses. To 
such as are not objected to one vote can be taken 
upon the whole. 

The SPEAKER. That is the usual and con- 
venient mode of proceeding, and if not objected 
to, that course will be pursued 

The Chair hears noobjection. Should any gen- 
tleman desire a separate vote, he will indicate itas 
the reading proceeds. 

The Clerk then read the following amendments, 
to which no objection was made: 

First amendment: 


In line 33 strike out ** For outfit of a commissioner to re- 
| 


5 


side in China, &9,000. *? 


Second amendment: 

In the following clause— 

‘* Por the usual return allowance for Ministers of the 
United States to Great Britain, France, Russia, Prussia, 
Spain, Brazil, Mexico, Peru, and Chili, $2t',2507°— 

Strike out the word ** Peru’? and **$20,250” and insert in 
lieu thereof ** $18,000,” 

ry. > 

rhird amendment: 

In the following clause— 

** For the usual return allowanee of chargé d’affaires, as 
Ministers resident to Portugal, Austria, Denmark, Sweden, 
Holland, Belgium, Naples, Sardinia, the Papal States, New 
Granada, Venezuela, Buenos Ayres, Bolivia, Guatemala, 
Ecuador, and Nicaragua, $18,0007°— 

Strike out the word ** Guatemala,”’ and also ** $18,000,”? 
and, in lieu of the latter, insert ** $15,750.” 


Fourth amendment: 


Add to the clause ‘** For outfits of chargé 
139 02”? the words * fur outfit of chargé d’affaires to 
Austria, 34,500,"" 


#2 


Fifth amendment: 
In the following clause— 


* For the employment of workmen, materials, and other | 


expenses necessary to putthe Branch Mint at San Fran- 
cisco, California, in operation, §40,0007°— 

Add these words: 

“To purchase a site for a custom-house at Providence, 
Rhode Island, $40,000: Provided, That the entire cost of 
said site and building thereon shall not, in any event, ex- 
ceed the sur of $74,000. 

‘To complete the public buildings in New Mexico 
850,000, °? 


Sixth amendment: 


Insert ** For the completion of the custom-house at Cin- 
cinnali, F40,000, 


Mr. LETCHER. 
that amendment. 
Seventh amendment: 


Insert ‘* For the completion of the custom-house at Lou- 
isville, Kentucky, $40,000, ”? 


I ask for a separate vote on 


Pending the reading of the last amendment, 
Mr. PRESTON said, I rise to a question of or- 
der. Is it the will of any member of the House 


affaires, 
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to demand a separate vote upon each amendment | 


relating to custom-houses ? 

The SPEAKER. By the unanimous consent 
of the House it was ordered, that the amendments 
should be read as a whole, and any gentleman de- 
siring a separate vote upon any one proposition 
should signify the fact—the object being to havea 
vote taken at once upon all those to which no ob- 
jection may be made. 

Mr. PRESTON. 
whether it is competent for any gentleman to de- 
mand a separate vote upon each case? 

The SPEAKER, It is competent for any 
gentleman to demand a separate vote upon any of 

| the amendments which have not been read. 





The question I ask is | 


Feb. 
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Mr. DRUM. I demand a separate vote upon 
each case. 

‘The Clerk then proceeded to finish the reading 
of the amendments. 7 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
agreeing to the amendments to which no objec- 
tion has been made. 7 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ments not objected to were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be on the 
adoption of the following amendment: 

“For continuing and completing the custom-house at 
Cincinnati, Ohio, $40,000,” 

Mr. ORR demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being taken, was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 84, nays 65; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Benson, Benton, Bissell, Bliss, 
Breckinridge, Bugg, Campbell, Caruthers, Chandler, Clark, 
Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, John G. Davis, De Wit, 
Dickinson, Disney, Dunbar, Eastman, Edmands, Ellison, 
English, Everhart, Farley, Flagler, Florenee, Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Green, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Hiester, Hill, Hunt, Johnson, Kerr, Knox, 
Lane, Latham, Lindsley, Macdonald, Mace, Macy, Matte- 
son, Middieswarih, John G. Miller, Morgan, Norton, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Pennington, Phillips, Preston, Pringle, Pur- 
year, Richardson, Riddle, David Ritchie, ‘Thomas Ritchey, 
Russell, Sapp, Shannon, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, William 
R. Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hes- 
tor L. Stevens, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, 
Tracy, Upham, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Etlihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Wells, and Zollicoffer—84, 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Ashe, 
Jarksdale, Barry, Bocock, Carpenter, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Curtis, Dawson, Dent, Dow- 
dell, Drum, Dunham, Fenton, Franklin, Goode, Grow, 
Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, 
Haven, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Daniel T. Jones, George 
W,, Jones, Roland Jones, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, 
Lilly, McNair, McQueen, Millson, Morrison, Murray, An- 
drew Oliver, Orr, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, 
Pratt, Ready, Reese, Robbins, Ruffin, Sage, Seymour, 
Shaw, Samuel A. Smith, George W. Smyth, Stratton, 
Trout, Walker, Walsh, Wheeler, Witte, and Hendrick B. 
Wright—65. 

So the amendment was concurred in by the 
House. 

Mr. PRESTON. I moveto reconsider the vote 
last taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion was 
agreed to. 

The question being on the following amendment: 

‘* For completing the custom-house at Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, $40,0007°— 

Mr. HAMILTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by Assury Dickens, its Secretary, informing the 
House of the passage by that body of bills of the 
following titles: 

Senate bill (No. 84) ‘‘ making a grant of land to 
the State of Michigan, to aid in the construction 
of the Oakland and Ottawa railroad, from the 
Grand Rapids to the Straits of Mackinaw; and a 
railroad from Pontiac, via Pierre Marquette river, 
Manitowocand Ontonagon river, to Kewana Point, 
with a branch to the vicinity of Camp river, upon 
Lake Superior.” 

Senate bill (No. 7) ** making a grant of land to 
the State of Louisiana, to aid in the construction 
of a certain railroad in said State.’’] 

The question being taken on the seventh amend- 
ment, it was decided in the affirmative—yeas $1, 
nays 77; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Ball, Benson, Benton, Bliss, Breckin- 


ridge, Bugg, Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Chandler, Chese, 
Clark, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Thomas Davis, De 


|; Wit. Dickinson, Disney, Dunbar, Eastman, Edmunds, blil- 


son, Everhart, Farley, Flagler, Florence, Fuller, Giddings, 
Green, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Heun, Hies- 
ter, Hill, Hunt, Johnson, Kerr, Knox, Latham, Lindsley, 
Macdonald, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, Meacham, Middles- 
warth, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Norton, Mordeeai Oli- 
ver, Pennington, Phillips, Preston, Pringle, Puryear, Rich- 
ardson, Riddle, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Rogers, 
Russell, Sapp, Shannon, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, William 
R. Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hes- 
tor L. Stevens, John L. Taylor, Phurston, Tracy, Upham, 
Wade, Ellinu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, and 
Zollicoffer—s 1. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Thomas 
H. Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bissell, Carpenter, 
Clingman, Cobb, Craige, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dent, Dowdell, Drum, Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Fautk- 
ner, Fenton, Franklin, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Sampson 
W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, 


| Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, 


L 
a 


George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Lane, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, McMullin, McNair, 
McQueen, Millson, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Andrew 
Oliver, Orr, Peckham, John Perkins, Ready, Reese, Rob- 
bins, Ruffin, Sabin, Shaw, Skelton, Samuel A. Smith, 
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w jliam Smith, George W. Smyth, Stratton, Andrew 
Siyart#T rout, Vail, Vansant, Walker, Walsh, Wheeler, 
W te. Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—77. 


the amendment was concurred in by the 


os Vl PRESTON. Imoveto reconsider the vote 
last taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider 
ul the tauie. : 

‘Mr. CRAIGE. Upon the motion to lay upon 
the table, | demand the yeas and nays. 

: ‘The yeas and nays were not ordered, only twen- 
ty-four members having voted therefor. 


The question was taken; and the motion to re- 
nsider was laid upon the table. 

Upon the following amendment: 

“Yo complete the custom-house at Bath, Maine, $20, 
( i 
Mr. WALSH demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being taken, was decided in the affirmative— 
veas 8b, nays 74; as follows: 

ye AS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Renton, Breckinridge, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caru 
thers, Caskie, Chandler, Chase, Clark, Cook, Corwin, Cox, 
Crocker, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dickinson, Disney, Dun- 
har. Eastman, Edmands, Everhart, Parley, Flagler, Flor- 
Fuller, Giddings, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan. Harrison, 
_ Hiester, Hill, Hughes, Hunt, Kerr, Kidwell, Knox, 
Latham, Lindsley, Macdonald, Mace, Maey, Maxwell, 
Meacham, Middieswarth, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Morgan, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Pennington, Phillips, 
-ton, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Da- 
vid Ritchie, Thomas Ritéhey, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, 
Shann Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Richard H. Stanton, 
Hestor L. Stevens, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Up 
ham, Vail, Wade, Walker, Ethhu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, and Zollicoffer—86. 


VAYS—Messrs. Ashe, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Barksdale, Barry, Bissell, Chastain, Chrisman, Clingman, 
Cobb. Colquitt, Craige, John G. Davis, Dawson. Dent, Dow- 
dell, Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ellison, Eng- 


lish, Faulkner, Fenton, Franklin, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, 
Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Haven, 
Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lane, Leteher, Lilly, 
McCulloch, MeNair, McQueen, Millson, Morrison, Mur- 
ray, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peckham, Bishop Per- 
kins, Jolin Perkins, Phelps, Pratt, Ready, Robbins, Ruffin, 
Shaw, Skelton, Samuel A. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snod- 
grass, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Trout, Vansant, Walsh, 
Wheeler, Witte, and Daniel B. Wright—74. 

So the amendment was concurred in by the 
House. 

Mr. BENSON. 
last taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion was 
agreed to. 

The ninth amendment was next read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 


“To complete the whole works in and about the custom- 
house at Bangor, Maine, $20,000.” 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 
the vote last taken be reconsidered, and that the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion was 
agreed Lo. 

The tenth amendment was next read, as follows: 


“For the completion of the custom house at St. Louis, 
Missouri, 8100,000.” 


Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana, demanded the 


yeas and nays on the adoption of the amendment, 
which were ordered. 


The question was taken, and decided in the | 


affirmative—yeas 84, nays 74; as follows: 
YRAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Benson, Benton, 
Breckiuridge, Bugg, Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Cham- 
berlain, Chandler, Chase, Clark, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, 
rhomas Davis, De Witt, Dickinson, Disney, Dunbar, East 
man, Edmands, Ellison, Etheridge, Ewing, Farley, Flagler, 
Florence, Fuller, Giddings, Goodrich, Green, Green wood, 
Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Henn, Hiester, Hill, Hughes, 
Hunt, Jonnson, Kerr, Kidwell, Knox, Lindsley, Macdonald, 
Mace, Macy, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Sinith Miller, 
Noble, Mordecai Oliver, Pennington, Phelps, Phillips, Pres- 
ton, Pringle, Puryear, Richardson, Riddle, David Ritchie, 
Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Shannon, Simmons, Gerrit 
Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Andrew 
Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Wade 
Walker, Ellibu B 
and Zollicoffer—84, 
NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Ashe, Barksdale, Barry, Bennett, Bissell, Brooks, Carpen- 
ler, Chastain, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dowdell, Drum, Dunham, E:dy, 
Edgerion, Edmundson, Faulkner, Fenton, Goode, Grow, 
Hamilton. Hastings, Havens, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, 
Houston, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, 
Kittredge, Kurtz, Lane, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Me- 
Mullin, MeQueen, Millgon, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, 
Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, John Per- 
kins, Pratt, Ready, Reese, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, 
Shaw, Skelton, William Smith, George W. Smyth, Snod- 
grass, Stratton, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Walsh, Wheeler, 
Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wrght—74. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


, 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, 


; 


I move to reconsider the vote 


Mr. MILLER, of Missouri. I move that the | 


vote last taken be reconsidered, and that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion 
was ayreed to. 

[A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by Swpvey Wensster, 
his Private Secretary, informing the House that 
he did, on the Sth instant, approve and sign a bill 
of the following ttle: 

House bill (No. 198) * giving further time for 
satisfying claims for bounty lands, and for other 
purposes,.”’ 

The eleventh amendment was read, as follows: 

** For completing, in a fire proof manner, the custom- 
house at Wilmington, Delaware, $12,000.” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is this the last of 
these custom-house amendments ? 

TheSPEAKER,. The Chair understands there 
are one or two others. 

Mr. JONES. 1 would suggest that the others 
be read, and all included in one vote. 

Several Members. Oh, no. 

Mr. JONES. We certainly have had votes 
enough to test the sense of the House upon these 
amendments; and itis but a waste of time to take 
separate voles upon the other amendments. 

TheSPEAKER. Thesuggestion of the gentle- 
man can only be followed by ‘unanimous consent. 

Mr. WALSH. |! object. 

The SPEAKER. Then separate votes must be 
taken upon every amendment. 

Mr. LILLY. 1 demand the yeas and nays 
upon concurring in the pending amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I move to reconsider the vote 
last taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The question was taken, and the latter motion 
was agreed to. 

The twelfth amendment was read, as follows: 


**For the completion of the custom-house at Mobile, 
Alabama, 364,900. ”? 


Mr. HENDRICKS demanded the yeas and 
nays on concurring in the amendment; which were 
ordered. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 82, nays 77; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barksdale, Benson, Benton, Boyce, 
Breckinridge, Bugg, Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Clark, 
Clingman, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cumming, Thos. 
Davis, De Witt, Disney, Dunbar, Eastman, Edinands, 
English, Farley, Flagler, Florence, Fuller, Giddings, Good 
righ, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. 
Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Henn, Hill, Huat, La 
tham, Lindley, Lindsley, Macddald, Mace, Macy, Max 


| well, Middieswarth, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Noble, 


Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Peanington, Phelps, Phillips, 
Preston, Puryear, Richardson, Riddle, David 
Rogers, Russell, Sapp, Shannon, Shaw, Simmons, Gerrit 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Sinyth, Predernck 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, John 
L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham,Wade, Walker, Ellihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, and Hendrick B. 
Wrght—s2. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Barry, 
Belcher, Bennett, Bissell, Brouks, Chastain, Clirisiman, 
Cobb, Craige, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dowdell, 
Drum, Dunham, Eddy, Edmundson, Ellison, Goode, Grow, 
Hanulion, Andrew J. Harlan, Haven, Headricks, Hibbard, 
Hillyer, Houston, Daniel I’. Jones, George W. Jones, Ro- 
land Jones, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lane, Letcher, Lilly, MeMul 
ling McNair, McQueen, Matteson, Mullson, Morgan, Mor 
rison, Murray, Nichols, Audrew Oliver, Peckiiam, Bishop 
Perkins, Jolin Perkins, Ready, ‘Thomas Ruchey, Robbins, 
Ruffin, Skelton, Samuel A. 
Andrew Stuart, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Walsh, Wheeler, 
Witte, and Zollicoffer.—67. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I 
vote by which the amendment was adopted, and 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put upon the latter motion, 
and it was agreed to. 

Thirteenth amendment: 

To complete the marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, 
$25,000.” 

The question was put; and the amendment was 

reed to. 

Mr. WADE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was adopted, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The question was put on the latter motion; and 
it was agreed to. 

Fourteenth amendment: 

‘< For the construction of stone steps and railings to the 


move to reconsider the 


rT 


Ritchie, | 


Smith, Snodgrass, Stratton, | 
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hospital at Chicago, Iinois, and for grading the grounds 
and inclosing the site of said hospital with a suitadle iron 
tence, in accordance with the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, $8,0u0." * 


The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment was 
adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 

_ The question was put on the latter motion, and 
it was agreed to. 

Fifteenth amendment: 


** Por inclosing and draining the site, and for the necessary 


out buildings, of the marine hospital at San Francisco, 
California, $44,000 ” 


‘ 
The question was put; and the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Sixteenth amendment: 
*“* For the hot-air farnaces, fer cing, 


paving, &c.q of the marine hospital at Louisville, Ken 
tuck y, $19,500.” 


construction of 


The question was put; and theamendment was 
agreed to. 


Seventeenth amendment: 


‘* Por the completion aud improvement of the marine 
hospital at Paducah, Kentucky, $5,000.” 


The question was put; and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
Eighteenth amendment: 


**For the collection of agricultural statistics, and pur 
chasing seeds, to be paid out of the patent fund, 810,000," 


Mr. ORR called for the yeas and nays on this 
amendment. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put; and, on a division, 
there were—ayes 75, noes 38; no quorum voting, 

Mr. CHANDLER asked for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Campnecy 
and Vai. were appointed. 

The question was again put; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 84, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question was next taken upon the follow- 
ing amendment, and it was agreed to: 

Nineteenth amendment: 

* Por the entire completion of the edifice and grounds of 
the hospital at St. Louis, Missouri, and putting the whole 
into a fit state for occupancy, the sum of $2,000.” 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

* Por the purchase of the lots, or parcels of land. with the 
appurtenances and the buildings thereon, belonging, the 
one thereof, to the Bank of Commerce, and the other 
thereofto the Bank of the State of New York, and particu- 
larly referred to and described in two contracts; one with 
each of said banks, for the leasing and right to purchase 
the same, bearing date the 19th of August, 1853: Provided, 
That betore the said purchase is made, ‘the State of New 
York shall cede to the United States jutisdiction over said 
land and property, and shall, by law, exonerate the same, 
and the property of the United States thereon, from all 
taxes, levies, and assessments thereon, while the same re 
mains the property of the United States, $530,000." 


Mr. LANE, of Indiana. 
and nays on the amendment. 

On the demand for the yeas and nays there 
were, on a division—ayes 24, noes 57; ne quorum 
voting. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I eall for tellers on the de- 
mand for the yeas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vait and 
CAMPBELL were appointed. 

‘The House was again divided; and, 29 voting in 
the affirmative, the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was adopted—yeas 87, nays 6U; as 
follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. James C. Allen, Appleton, Ball, Banks, 
Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Bissell, Bliss, Boyce, Breckin 
ridge, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caskie, Chamberiain, 
Chase, Clark, Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Camming, Cutting, 
John G. Davis, Dunbar, Edgerton, Ec mands, Edmundson, 
Farley, Giddings, Greenwood, Grey, Aaron Harlan, Samp 
son W. Harris, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hous 
ton, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
Knox, Latham, Letcher, Lindley. Maedonald, MeMuillin, 
Mace, Macy, Matteson, Maxwell, Morgan, Murray, Nich- 
ols, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peckham, Pen- 
nington, Preston, Reese, Richardson, Thomas Ritchey, 
Rogers, Sapp, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 
William R. Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Riehard H. 
Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, John L. Taylor, Thurston, 
Upham, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Walker, Warren, Etfibu B. 
Washburne, Wells, Wheeler, and Zollicoffer—*5. 

NAYS—Mesers. Aiken, Thomas H. Bayly, Barry, Ben 
ton, Brooks, Chandler, Chastain. <atenae, Clingman, 
Craige, Crocker, Curtis, Dawson, Deat, Disn®y, Dowdell, 
Drum, English, Faulkner, Florence, Green, Grow, Hamil 
ton, Andrew J. Harian. Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Hib ard, 
Hiester, Hillyer, Johnson, Roland Jones, Kittredge, Kurta, 


I demand the yeas 


, Lane, Lilly, Lindsley, McCulloch, McNair, Middieswarth, 
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Smith Miller. Millson, Morrison, John Perkins, 


Ready, Robbins, Ruffin, Ru sell, Shannon, Shaw, Skelton, 
Witliam Smith, George W. Smyth, Suodgrass, Stratton, 
Andrew ot. Trou Walsh, Daniel B. Wright, and 
Hlendn ik. Wright ov. 
»>the annendiment was adopted. 
Mr. FLORENCE, Mr. Speaker, is it in order 


here to make a motion to postpone the considera- 


von of this tO 

he SPRAKER.. Sucha motion would not be 
in order, as the House is acting under the opera- 
tion of the revious question, 

Mr. FLORENCE. How does the previous 
question operate ? 


The SPEAKER. 
renorte 
W hole on the state of the Union; and then upon 
the ball. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 


the questo 
i 


First upon the amendments 
! to the House by the Committee of the 


I asked 
desired informa- 


am satisfied. 
n sim ly because I 
on W hich t rb swe a mMOotLon, 
W \ LK eR reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment above was ado 
to lay the 


hon wy 
moved to 
pted, and 
motion to reconsiderupon thetable. The 
question was put on the latter motion, and it was 
avreed to, 

The f 
were me 

Tw enty-firs 


Jlowine amend of the committee 


rally read, voted uy on,and agreed to: 


nents 
ve 


tamendment: 


‘For finishing the capitol and territorial prison of the 
Territ Minnesota, and for grading and fencing the 
grounds ot th une, &10,000, to be expended, under the di 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury.’? 

Twenty ond amendment: 

Under the head of Interior Department, after 88,490," at 


the end of line 12, page 6, insert the following 
‘Fort President’s House and grounds, for fuel for the 
President's House, and for iron fences, 84,500. 
‘Por repairs of the Capitol, and for improving the 
grounds around it, &b,000, 
{ repairs of water pipes, § “NY, 
“To pay the two draw keepers on the Long Bridge, $490. 
* Por repairs of the pavement, and other purposes, S500, 
For laups and lanp posts on Peonsylvania avenue be 
tween Seventeenth street and Georgetown, Ke., 81,200 
‘Por completing the pedestal of the equestrian statue 
of General Jackson, ®500.”? 


Twenty-third amendment: 

‘For the general and incidental expenses of the Indian 
aervice in New Mexico, for the present fiscal year, 315.000 ; 
t” be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Jnterior.”? 

Twenty-fourth amendment: 


‘Por the payment for the printing of the returns of the 
Seventh Census, and for the paper purchased for said print 


ing. under the provisions of a jomt resolution approved 
Mareh 3, 1853; that is to say, for the printing of the returns 
before mentioned 815,909 93; for the paper purchased 
627,106 68: Provided, That the sums herembefore men 
tioned be paid to the printer who exeeuted the printing, and 


10 the contractor who furnished the paper, respectively, by 
the Treasurer of the United States. 


T wenty-fifth amendment: 


‘For compensation fortwo additional clerks in the office 

fthe Superintendent of Public Printing, $1,200.” 

Twenty-sixth amendment: 

* Por the printing of the Executive Departments, includ 
ing for paper, and the printing of the annual estimates of 
for the year 1855, and for printing, paper, 
nd binding, twenty thousand copies of the annual report 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury on Commerce and Naviga- 
tion for the year 1°53, §9,085."? 


prop ou 
BPOPPPCUPP LALO 


ot the 


Twenty-sixth amendment: 

Atier line 14) insert the following: 

“For rent of house on the northwestcorner of F and Sev- 
enteenth streets, and warming all the rooms in it, S385, 


‘ Por the compensation and expenses of the commission of 


civilians apd wolitary men appointed under the provisions 
of the first section of an act entitled ‘An act making ap 
propriations for the support of the Army for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1854," approved 3d March, 1853, to determ 
ine matters connected with the managementof the national 
armories, 85.996 61, or so much thereofas may be neces 
provided that nothing herein contained shall be con 
strued to authorize the payment or allowance of any com 
pensation to military men employed other then their regular 
pay or emolument, as officers of the Army.” 


Bary 4 


Twenty-eighth amendment. 


‘And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to apply such 
fur asin bis opinion may be necessary to complete the 
building tor the custom house, post office, and court house 
in the city of Pittsburg, and to furnish such building ina 
manner appropriate to its uses, and to improve the grounds 
attached vo said building; and also to pay to the two com- 
missioners who superintended the construction of said 
buiiding a compensation at three dollars a day each for the 
time they were actually employed in superintending the 
same, and for which the said Secretary shall think them en- 
titled: Provided, Thet the sum so as aforesaid to be ex 
pended by thg Secretary of the Treasury shall not exceed 
tbe sum iow ienginbes unexpended of appropriations here- 
tofore made for the said building.”’ 


Twenty-ninth amendment: 
On page 10, after line 221, insert the following : 


Puryear, | 


} 


|| bill because 


“ For the expenses of the House of Representatives for 


horses and carriages, S840. 


** For newspapers for members, $2,000. 
‘* For pages, $1,936. 
‘Por binding documents, 877.596 40. 
Miscellaneous items, 810,000 
‘For binding the Congressional Globe and Appendix for 
the second session of the Thirty Second Congre five 


thousand and eightpeight volumes, at sixty cents per vol 
ume, $3,412 B80. 
* For messenger for Speaker, $31 
“For payment for Annals of C for the 
House Library, being one hundred e pies each of the fol 
lowing volumes: the first, second, and third volumes of the 
‘Tenth Congress, the first, second, and third volumes of the 


) 
migress ordered 


Eleventh Congress, in all six hundred volumes, at five dol- 
lars a volume, &3,000. 
“For printing Index to Private Claims, ordered to be 


printed by the House of Representatives, by resolution of 


2241 December, 1851, $20,000,”? 

Thirtieth amendment: 

“For arrearages incurred prior to the Ist of July, 1853, 
for running and marking the boundary line between the 
United States and Mexico, under the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, $50,000, 7? 

Thirty-first amendment: 

‘ For salariesand incidental expenses of the commission 
appointed under the act of March 3, 1851, for settling the 


land claims in California, $37,500.77 


Thirty-second amendment: 


* Por compensation to Francis Dainese, forthe discharge 
of the United States e« msular duties at Constantinople, from 
the l6th of May, 1519, to the 20th of December, 1852, in 
conformity with the act of Congress, approved Llth August, 
1845, 83,594 50." 


Thirty-third amendment: 

‘For furnishing the marine hospital at Napoleon, Ar- 
kansas, the sum of $1,000.’ 

Thirty-fourth amendment: 

* For payment of draughtsinen and clerks employed under 


resolutions of May 4, i848, upon the maps of the public 
lands, : 


$5.675.? 

Thirty-fifth amendment: 

*'T’o complete the marine hospital at Evansville, Indiana, 
a) {pipty.?? 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed, and read a third 
time. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative. 

The bill having been engrossed, it was subse- 
quently read a third time by its title. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the passage of the bril. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. lask forthe yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ° 

The question was tifen taken, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 57, nays 93; as follows: 


Upon that I call the pre- 





Y EAS—Messrs. Appleton, Banks, Benson, Bissell, Bliss, 
Bugg, Chamberlain, Chandler, Crocker, Cutting, Thomas 


Davis, Disney, Dunbar, Fastman, Edgerton, Edmands, El 
lison, Everhart, Parley, Goodrich, Greenwood, Aaron Har- 
lan, Harrison, Haven, Hiester, Houston, Hunt, Ingersoll, 
Lindley, Lindsley, Macey, Middieswarth, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Noble, Phillips, Preston, Riddle, David 
Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Shannon, Simmons, 
Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Fred 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, John L. Taylor, 
Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Walker, 
and Israel Washburn—57. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Ashe, Ball, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bennet, Boyce, 
Campbell, Chase, Chastain, Chrisman, Clingman, Cobb, 
Corwin, Cox, Craige, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, 
Dowdell, Druin, Dunham, English, Faulkner, Fenton, 
‘lorence, Goode, Green, Grey, Hamilton, Andrew J. Har- 
ian, Sampson W. Harris, Wilcy P. Harris, Hastings, Hen 
drieks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Johnson, Géorge W. 
Roland Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Knox, 
Kurtz, Lane, Lilly, MeCulloch, MeMallin, MeNair, Mc- 
Queen, Mace, Matteson, Meacham, Millson, Morgan, Mor 
rison, Murray, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peckham, 
Pennington, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Pratt, Pringle, 
Ready, Reese, Rogers, Ruffin, Russell, Sage, Sapp, Shaw, 
Skelton, William Smith, Stratton, Tracy, Trout, Walsh, 
Ellihu B.Washburne, Wheeler, Witte, Hendrick B.Wright, 

Yates, and Zollicofter—93. 


So the bill was rejected. 

Pending the call of the yeas and nays, and be- 
fore the result was announced, 

Mr. LETCHER said: Had I been in the House 
when my name was called I should have voted 
against the bill. 

Mr. PURYEAR said: Had I been in the House 
when my name was called | should have voted 
for the bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER said: Had I been present 
I should have voted against the bill. 

Mr. FLORENCE said: 1 voted against this 


Jones, 
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| vote by which the bill was rejected, and then re- 


[Cries of ‘*Order,”’ ‘ Order,” all over the 
House. ° 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call the gentleman to order 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The Chair then announced the cesult, as above 
indicated—yeas 57, nays 93. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. (I move that the rules be 
saspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

{Cries of ** Oh, no,” ‘“*No.”’ 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Does not a motion to re- 
consider and lay upon the table take precedence 
of a motion to go into the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
and lay upon the table will be entered if the cen- 
tleman desires it, in order to save his right; but 
motion to go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, is in order at any time, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the motion will be 
voted down. 

Mr. ORR. I ask for tellers upon the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harnis of 
Alabama, and Roxssins were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 66, noes 78. 

So the House refused to go into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I now move to reconsider 
the vote by which the deficiency bill was rejected, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. . 

Mr. FLORENCE. Upon that motion [ de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MACE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I movea call of the House, 

The SPEAKER. The question will be put on 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MceNAIR demanded tellers on the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. NeNarr and 
CAMPBELL Were appointed, 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 51, noes 9]. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion that 
there be a call of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HENN. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

Mr. MILLSON. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the Chair. Will it be competent for the House, 
if the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was rejected should prevail, to recommit the 
bill to the Committee of Ways and Means? 

The SPEAKER. If the House reconsiders the 


considers that by which it was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read a third time, it will then be in 
order to move to recommit the bill. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, and upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must inform the 
gentleman that no business ha8 intervened since 
the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. READY. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
what will be the effect of the motion to reconsider 
in the event 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not the one 
immediately pending. The question upon which 
the House is about to vote, is, ** Shall there be # 
call of the House?’’ and upon that motion the 








| yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The question was taken; and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 59, nays 114; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Banks, Bliss, Carpen- 
ter, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chandler, Clark, Cobb, Craige, 
Disney, Ettison, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Green, Grecn- 


| wood, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Harri- 


son, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Houston, Hunt, Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Lane, Lindley, 
Lindsley, Macdonald, McQueen, Matteson, Maxwell, Jolin 


}| G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Nichols, Noble, Phillips, 


| Preston, Riddle, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 


Shannon, Shaw, Tweed, Upham, Vansant, Walker, Ellitu 
B. Washburne, Wells, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick 8. 


| Wright—359. 


i} 


NAYS--Messrs. James C, Allen, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly 
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Rall, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Bissell, 
+ ae. Brooks, Bugg, Campbell, ¢ aruthers, Chase, Chas- 
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tt 


= p, Chrisin an, Clingman, Colquitt, Cox, Crocker, Cullom, 
( artis cwing, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, 

 yekinson, Dowdell, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, East- 
sail Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, Everhart, Ewing, Farley, 


Franklin Fuller, Giddings, Goodrich, Grey, Hamilton, An- 
ranklin. f 7 

saw J. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Haven, Hen- 
. acks. Hiester, Hillyer, Hughes, Logersoll, Daniel T. Jones, 


Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, Latham, Letcher, 


| MeCuiloch, MeMullin, McNair, Mace, Macy, May, 
M -warth, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Norton, Olds, 
- w Oliver, Orr, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Per- 
i john Perkins, Phelps, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, Ro- 


 buffin, Sabin, Sage, Sapp. Seymour, Simmons, Skel- | 
: t Smith, William Smith, George W. Simyth, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
crratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
‘recut, Vaile Wade, Walsh, Wheeler, Witte, and Zoilicof- 


14. 
So» the motion for a call of the House was dis- 


ed to. . 


Gert 


- | iss, 


™ Mr. NICHOLS moved that the House do now 
adjourn. i h ' 

[he question was put, and it was decided in the 
NeZAaruves 

Sy the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Ciineman’s 
motion to lay upon the table the motion to recon- 
der the vote by which the deficiency bill was re- 
ected; and being put, there were—yeas 89, nays 


RS: as follows: 


yY EAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen,Ashe, Thomas H. 
Baviv, Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Boyce, Brooks, Bugg,Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chase, Chastain, Clingman, Cobb,Colquitt, 


Corwin, Cox, Craige, Cullom, Curtis, John G. Davis, Daw- 
eon. Dent, Dowdell, Drum, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, 
Ewing, Franklin, Giddings, Grey, Hamilton, Hastings, Hill- 
} . Daniel T. Jones, George Ww. Jones, Ke itt, Kerr, Kit- 
iredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, Leteher, Lilly, McCulloch, 
MeMu MeQueen, Matteson, Maxwell, Meacham, Mor- 

in. Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 


Orr, Peckbam, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, 
Pratt, Pringle, Ready, Rogers, Ruffin, Russell, Sabin, Sage, 


Sapp, Seymour, Shaw, Skelton, William Smith, George 
W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Tracy, 
rout, Vail, Walsh, Ellibu B. Washburae, Wheeler, Witte, 
and Zollicotler.—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, 
Benson, Bissell, Bliss, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, 
Chandler, Chrisman, Clark, Crocker, Cutting, Thomas Da- 





\ cinson, Disney, Dunbar, Edmands, Ellison, Eng- 
lish, Everhart, Farley, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Goode, 
Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, Grow, Aaron Harlan, An- 
drew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 


Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hiester, Hill, Houston, Hughes, 
. Ingersoll, Johnson, Roland Jones, Kidwell, Lane, 
n, Lindley, Lindsley, Mace, Macy, May, Middle 

swarth, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Noble, Olds, 
Mordecai Oliver, Phelps, Phillips, Preston, Puryear, Riddle, 
David Ritehie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Shannon, Sim 
mous, Gerrit Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Hestor L. Stevens, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, 
Upham, Vansant, Wade, Walker, Israel Washburn, Wells, 
Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—88. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair votes 
affirmative. 

So the motion to reconsider lies upon the table. 

This announcement was received with loud 
applause. 


Mr. CLINGMAN then moved that the House 
do now adjourn. | 
rhe motion was agreed to. 


\nd thereupon (at half past three o’clock) 
House adjourned until to-morrow. , 


in the 


the | 


IN SENATE. | 
Faimay, February 10, 1854. 

Prayer by Rev. Wituiam H. Minsery. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


in : 
the Hon. Jackson Morton, of Florida, ap- 
peared in his seat this morning. 


‘ 

E EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT. This being private bill | 
day, lask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
present a report from the Postmaster General, in 
&uswer to a resolution of the Senate in reference | 
to the steps taken in carrying out the provisions | 
of the post route bill of August 31, 1852. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. That com- 
munication is in response to a resolution which [ 
ottered some days sintee. Not knowing whether 
it will require any reference toa committee, | move 


for “ present that it lie on the table, and be 
printed, 


The motion was arreed to. 
PRIVATE BILL DAY. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Are petitions in order? 
_The PRESIDENT. Petitions are not in order. 


Nothing is in order but the consideration of pri- 
vate bills on the Calendar. 


Mr. PETTIT. ~1 ask the unanimous consent || 


THE C 


of the Senate to report back from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims some bills which have 
passed the House, and which have been referred 
to that committee. 
The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
the report will be received. 
There was no objection. 


LAND CLAIMS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PETTIT. The Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the bill from 
the House supplementary to an act entitled ** An 
act to ascertain and settle the private land claims 
in the State of California,’ approved March 3, 
1851, have had the same under consideration, and 
have directed me to report it back, and recommend 
its passage. Itis so clear a case that | ask that 
the bill may now be considered and passed. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
as in Committee of the Whole to consider the bill. 

It proposes to allow certain parties who are 
named, or their representatives, to present their 
claims to the commissioners appointed under the 
act of March 3, 1851, within six months after the 
passage of the supplementary act, and to empower 
the commissioners to hearand dispose of them, as 
though the claims had been presented in due time. 
It also proposes to limit the persons named in their 
claim to purchases made of Don Salvador Vellejo, 
a Mexican grantee, for a tract situated in Nappa 
county, California. 

Mr. PETIT. It will be seen that this bill 
simply extends the time within which the parties 
named may present their application. . 

Mr. WELLER. I hope this bill will be passed 
by the Senate immediately. The necessity for it 
has been produced in consequence of the fact that 
the attorney who was originally employed to 
present these claims to the land commissioners 
was stricken down with the small-pox, and ‘per- 
sons were prevented from going tosee him. During 
his sickness, the time limited by law for filing the 
claims expired, and the obiect of this bill is simply 
to allow persons, who were deprived by this aeci- 
dent of the opportunity of presenting their claims 
in time, an opportunity of doing so now. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read a third 
time, and passed. 


HERCULES L. DOUSMAN. 

Mr. PETTIT. The Committee on Private Land 
Claims, to whom was referred House bill to con- 
firm to Hercules L. Dousman his title to farm lot 
32, adjoining the town of Prairie du Chien, in the 
State of Wisconsin, have directed me to report it 
back without amendment, and recommend its pas- 
sage, and to ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, It proposes to con- 
firm the title and direct a patent to issue for it, 
with the proviso, however, that it shall only be a 
relinquishment to all claim on the part of the United 
States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be read a third time, and 
was read a third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PETTIT asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill au- 
thorizing a patent to be issued to Peter Poncin for 
certain lands therein named; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 


|| the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom were referred a memorial and res- 
olution on the subject, reported a bill constituting 
San Pedro, in California, a port of entry and de- 
livery; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 

C. A. WICKLIFFE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, to which was 
referred the bill for the benefit of the heir-at-law 
of Lieutenant C. A. Wickliffe, reported it back, 
by unanimous consent, without amendment, and 
recommended its passage, and asked forits imme- 
diate consideration. 

The Senate accordingly, as in Commitiee of the 
W hole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes 
to direct the Secretary of the Interior\to issue to 
C. A. Wickliffe a land warrant for one hundred 
and sixty acres of land, in satisfaction of the claim 
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of Lieutenant C. A. Wickliffe, deceased, for bounty 
land, under the act of Congress * granting bounty 
land to certain officersand soldiers who have been 
engaged in the military service of the United 
States,’’ approved September 2s, 1850. 

C. A. Wickliffe, jr., joined General William 
O. Butler’s staff in i847, and proceeded with his 
division to the city of Mexico. He remained 
upon the staff until he was appointed Lieutenant in 
Captain Thomas Mayfield’s company of the 
fourth regiment of Kentucky volunteers. He 
served as lieutenant until he was honorably dis- 
charged at Louisville, on the 25th of July, 1848, 
by reason of the expiration of his term of ser- 
vice. On the 15th November, 1850, he filed his 
claim in the Pension Office for bounty land, under 
the act of September 28, 1850. Pending his ap- 
plication he departed this life, leaving his father, 
Cc. A. W ickliife, his only heir- itl-law. 

Upon the application of the heir-at-law, the 
Commissioner of Pensions decided that aa Lieu- 
tenant Wickliffe died, leaving no widow or minor 
children,a bounty land warrantcould not be issued. 


irom that decision an appeal 


was taken to the 
Secretary of the Interior, who, while he affirmed 
the decision, acknowledged the justice of the claim. 
Inasmuch as the Secretary — 
justice of the claim, and as would 
have been by the Commissioner to Liet- 
tenant Wiekliife before his decease, had not a preas 


acknowledged the 
the warrant 
issued 
of business in the office prevented it, the commit- 
tee were of opinion that the warrant should issue 
to the heir-at-law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read a third time, and passed 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SMITH presented the petition of Samuel 
Colt, of Hartford, Connecticut, praying an exten- 
sion of his patent for improvements in fire-arms; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
and the Patent Office 

Mr. EVERETT presented a petition signed by 
citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating’ against 
the passage of the law giving further protection to 
patentees; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. 


Patents 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of Mr. Stoney 
W esster, his Private Secretary: 

Mr. Prestpent: Tam directed by the President of the 


United States to deliver to the Senate several messages ia 
writing. 


I am also directed to inform the Senate that the President 
has this day approved and signed, 

A joint resolution authorizing an increase of the force in 
the othice of the Superintendent of the Public Printing; 
aud 


An act to reguiate the disbursement of the contingent 

fund of the Senate, and for other purposes. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
cing the passage by that body of the following bills. 

A bill for the relief of Harriet Leavenworth, 
widow of the late Brevet Brigadier General Leav- 
enworth; 

A bill for the relief William B. Edwards ; and 

A bill for the relief of Anthony G. Willis, 
deceased. 

NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, itis known 
to the Senate that the Senator from Connecticut 
did not yesterday finish his speech on the territo- 
rial question; and as he is ready now to proceed 
and anxious to finish it, | hope the unanimous 
consent of the Senate will be given to allow him 
to proceed now. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I thought the understand- 
ing was, when we adjourned yesterday, that we 
would meet to-day for the purpose of considering 
private bilis under the rule, and that the honora- 
ble Senator from Connecticut was to proceed to- 
morrow with his speech. Why not say to-mor- 
row? I think it would be more agreeable to him 
to deliver the remainder of his speech to-morrow. 
I feel bound, as chairman of the Committee of 
Claims, to insist upon the rule being observed. 

The PRESIDENT. I|t requires the unanimous 
consent to permit the Senator from Connecticut 
to proceed now. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. But, still, if it is the unan- 

| imous wish of the Senate that the Nebraska bill 








396 


shall be considered to-day, I will not interpose an 
objection. I do not wish to do anything contrary 
to the general sentiment of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no ob- 

ection to the proposition. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to say now—not for 
the purpose of interposing an objection here to- 
day, although I should feel myself perfectly justi- 
fied in doing it, because | suggested it to all the 
Senators around me yesterday—that I may not 
be regarded as captious, that [ shall insist here- 
after, so faras my own action may go, on con- 
sidering the private business on Friday. Ido not 
believe, sir, that thereis any more important busi- 
ness, at this time, for the Congress of the United 
States to perform or transact, than to do justice to 
the private claimants against this Government, 
some of whom, they and their heirs, have been 
applying here for a quarter of a century. 

Mr. CLAYTON, For fifty years. 

Mr. STUART. J, sir, have a case of a friend 
of mine which has actually been crowded out of 
these Halls, in consequence of the discussions in 
1850. And 
now, sir, I desire to say, while under the circum- 
atances, notwithstanding the notice which I gave 
yesterday, | shall not interpose to-day. I shall 
feel myself not only justified, but almost bound 
to make onjection herenfter. To-day I will con- 
sent to it, but with the express understanding 
that hereafter, so faras my action goes, I shall 
insist that Fridays be consumed, whenever there 
is private business here, in the consideration of 
that business, which, by a resolution of the Sen- 
ate, has been set apart for it. 

No objection was made, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill to organize the Territory of Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. SMITH proceeded to address the Senate 
in conclusion of the remarks which he commenced 
yesterday. [Mr. S.’s speech will be found in the 
Appendix .] 

Mr WELLER. I desire to submit a few re- 
marks to the Senate upon the question now under 
consideration. If the Senate should meet to-mor- 
row, | can go on then; if they should adjourn un- 
til Monday, I will then be prepared to proceed; 
and | now give notice to any other Senator who 
may desire to speak, that I shall not occupy one 
hour. 

Mr. BRIGHT. With theconsent of the Sena- 
tor, | move that when the Senate adjourn to-day, 
it he to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. 1 understand there is some 
business requiring the action of the Senate in Ex- 
ecutive session, I therefore move to postpone the 
further consideration of the subject until Monday, 


It is only one of numerous cases. 


in order that we may have an Executive session. | 


Mr HOUSTON. Dolunderstand the Senator 
to say that he will not take up more than an hour 
on Monday? I shall desire to submit some re- 
marks myself. 

Mr. WELLER. 
an hour. 

The motion to postpoue was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business; and, afler some time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened, 

And the Senate adjourned to Monday. 


1 certainly shall not occupy 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, February 10, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wittiam H. Mirpurn. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the business first in 
order was the consideration of bill No. 125. 

Mr. FULLER. This being private bill day, I 
wish to inquire what business would be in ori er, 
if a majority of the House, under the operation of 
the 29th rule, should determine not to go to pri- 
vate business? 


Prayer | 


The SPEAKER. The business before the | 


House would. be the consideration of certain pri- 
vate bills upon the Speaker’s table, and then, no 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, or any other privileged mo- 
tion being made, the Chair would proceed to call 
the committees for reports, 


i 
' 


Mr. FULLER. 


That is the business [ desire 


to get at. | move, if it be in order, that the House | 
proceed to the call of committees, and the other | 


regular business of the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That motion is notin order. 
“There are two or three private bills on the Speaker’s 
table reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House when it was last in session, but which 
have not yet been disposed of. Upon one of those 
bills the previous question was demanded. When 
that is disposed of there are three other private 
bills upon the table, which it will be the duty of the 
Speaker to present to the House. 

Mr. FULLER. The 29th rule provides that 
the Friday and Saturday of each week shall be 
appropriated to the consideration of private bills, 
unless otherwise ordered by a majority of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. Another rule, however, pre- 
scribes that the order of business shall not be 
changed, except by a vote of two thirds. 

Mr. HAVEN. I call for the regular order of 
business, if it pertains to private business. 

On motion by Mr. HAMILTON, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House 
the papers of Colonel Johnson, for the purpose of 
presentation to the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I havea privileged 
motion to make. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion to reconsider the vote reject- 
ing the deficiency bill was laid upon the table 
yesterday. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair neglected to call 
the attention of the House to the manner in which 
the Journal is made up. Ona count of the vote 
yesterday on the motion to lay upon the table the 
motion to reconsider, referred to by the gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee, the report to the Speaker was 
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yeas 88, nays 88, and thereupon the Chair gave | 
the casting vote, as it was his duty to do under the | 


On reéxamining the vote, however, it was 
found that the yeas were 89, the nays 88, and the 
Journal has been made up according to the facts 
of the case. 

Mr. HAVEN. It does not change the result. 

The SPEAKER. No; the result is the same. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Unless, the 
Speaker changes his vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker has no right to 
change his vote to-day. 


rules. 


Mr. COBB, (sotto voce.) Perhans a great many | 
of us would change our votes to-day if we had the | 


power. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
motion of the gentlensan from Tennessee is in or- 
der | am content. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
motion is not in order, according to the practice 
of the House. 

Mr. JONES. 
rule read ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
the Chair. 


The Chair would not. 


Will the Chair have the 56th 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend, | 


until the rule is read. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 
The SPEAKER. 





I do not want to pass 
The gentleman from Ten- 


nessee has already a question of order before the | 


Chair. 

Mr. JONES. An appeal is not debatable; and 
therefore it is not in order for me to make any 
explanation. But I desire that the 56th rule may 
be read, which | think is most clear and explicit. 

The Clerk then read the 56th rule; which is as 
follows: 

‘““ When a motion has been once made, and carried in the 
affirmative or negative, it shall be in order for any member 


of the majority to movefor a reconsideration thereof on the 
same or succeeding day, and such motion shall take prece- 


dence of all other questions, except a inotion to adjourn, and | 
shall not be withdrawn after said succeeding day without | 
the consent of the House, and thereafter any member may 


call it up tor consideration. ”’ 


The SPEAKER. The Chair states that the 
universal practice of this body has been to regard 
a vote to lay a motion to reconsider upon the table 
as final; unless the bill be resuscitated by a motion 
made in order, which would take it from the table. 

Mr. JONSS, of Tennessee, If 1 may be per- 
mitted one remark 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please 
suspend his remarks until the Chair has .ex- 
plained. 


It will be recollected, by the gentleman from 





If the Chair decides thatthe | 


I desire to submit a point to | 
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Tennessee and others, that the same question of 
order was made at nearly the close of the last seg. 
sion of Congress; the decisions in the case have 
been uniform; and the Chair will remark, that jf 
the practice be reversed we shal! hardly ever see 
the end of any bill about which there is contro. 
versy on th. floor. It will be for the House 
however, to determine what its practice shal! he 
in that respect; the Chair is not disposed to change 
that practice; he thinks that it is avery good one. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. [| understa; d 
Mr. Speaker, that the deficiency bill was defeated 
yesterday? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. STEPHENS. And the motion was then 
made to reconsider the vote by which that bill wag 
defeated; and that that motion be laid upon the 
table. Upon the latter motion there were—yeas 
89, (as now reported,) nays 88. If the Speaker 
should vote ‘*no,”’ of course that motion to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table would fail, 
I hold that the Speaker must vote. His vote may 
change the result, and under the rules he is re. 
quired to cast it. I therefore now call upon the 
Speaker to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the right, under 
the Constitution, equal to any other member, to 
cast his vote. He has cast his vote, and is not 
now disposed to change it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not know that there 
is any objection to again referring the deficiency 
bill to the Committee of Ways and Means, if it be 
desired. 1 agree with the Chair on the point of 
order; but | hope, by genera! consent, that the bil! 
may be recommitted, if the Committee of Ways 
and Means want to haveitagain. | presume some 
of its appropriations are proper in the opinion of 
— member. In this way we might get out of 
the difficulty, if nobody objects. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina proposes that, by the unanimoys consent 
of the House, the deficiency bill be recommitted 
to the Committee of Ways an@Means. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I beg to call the atten- 
tion of the Speaker to a decision made during the 
Thirty-First Congress. It arose on the Texas, or 
New Mexican, boundary bill. An amendment 
submitted by the present Presiding Officer failed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which it was 
rejected was laid upon the table. Then, if my 
recollection be right, a motion was made to recon- 
sider the vote by which the motion to reconsider 
was laid upon the table. The Speaker decided 
that motion to reconsider could be made, and in 
that decision he was sustained by the House. 

Mr.ORR. Ido not think the gentleman’s recol- 
lection is correct. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Ricnarpson] is mistaken in regard to the 
history of that case. Itis true that the amendment 
to attach the Mexican territorial bill as an amend- 
ment to the boundary bill was voted down; it is true 
that vote was reconsidered; it is true that it was 
voted down a second time; it is also true that this 
House overruled the decision of the Chair, declar- 
ing it could not be reconsidered a second time, 
notwithstanding an amendment had been made. | 
suppose that is the only case of the kind on the 
record of any deliberative body. The times were 
revolutionary, gentlemen will recollect. {Laugh- 


ter. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I appeal from the 
decision of the Chairin thiscase. The case of the 
Texas boundary bill is not at ail analogous to this. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, is this ques- 
tion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. JONES. I only want to state the grounds 
of my appeal, and that I have a right to do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has a right to state th@ grounds of his ap- 
peal; but he has not a right to make an argument 

| upon it, 

Mr. JONES. Ido not purpose making any 
argument, but merely wish to state the ground of 
my appeal, which is this : Under the 56th rule ot 
this House I, having voted yesterday with the 
majority to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table, have a right on this day to move for a re- 
consideration of that vote, it being a vote of this 

| House on a motion made, and I voting with the 
| majority. This right is clearly secured under the 
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rule, to me and to each of the other eighty-eight 
persons who voted with me on that occasion. 


\ Member. Is not this debating the question ? 
Mr. JONES. No, sir; I am not debating, or 
making an argument. lam simply stating my 
right, and the ground of appeal. And f would 
refer the Chair to one case analogous, to some ex- | 
rent, with this one, which occurred in the Thirty- 
Fir Congress. That was a case where a motion 
wus made to lay a bill upon the table. 

Mr. HAMILTON. | submit, Mr. Speaker, 
that this is debating the question. 

Mr. JONES. If the gentleman from Maryland 
will wait I shall be done ina minute. I was 
referring to a case, Mr. Speaker, that occurred in 
the Thirty-First Congress, where a motion was 
made to lay a bill upon thetable. That vote was 
negatived. The House continued in the consider- 
ation of that bill ill the adjournment. Under the 
practice of this House the bill went to the Speak- 
er’s table. Onthenext day, one of those who had 
voted against laying the bill upon the table moved 
a reconsideration of the vote. I made the ques- 
tion that this could not be done; that it was such 
a motion as the rules of the house prohibited 

Mr. HUNT. I call the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to order. He is out of order, and has been 
already overruled, but he contumaciously persists 

eupying the floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES, (continuing.) And the House 
sustained the motlon—— 

Mr. HAMILTON, (interrupting.) 

lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 

{ call the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question: If this bill had been decided, either bya 
vote rejecting or passing it, it would be in order to 
move for a reconsideration of that vote. In this 
case, a motion was made to reconsider the vote by 
which the bril was rejected, and that motion was 
laid upon fie table. What did the House do by lay- 
ing that motion upon the table? It determined that 
it would not reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was rejected. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
to reconsider was laid upon the table. The Chair 
states, that the practice of this body has been uni- 
form on this subject; and he thinks he may defy | 
the gentleman from Tennessee, or any other mem- 
ber, to point to a single case in the history of this 
House differing from the course which the Chair 
here deems to be the correct one; which Is, that a 
motion to lay upon the table sueh a vote as that 
is final, until it be in order to take that vote or bill 
from the table. 

Mr. DISNEY. 


question, 





Tt 


I move to 


And on that motion 


I desire to ask the Chair one 
It may not be improper to state that 
my recollection is different from that of the Chair. 
But the question I desire to propound is—conced- | 
ing the usage—if the usage is contradicted by the 
epxress statute provisions, what is the usage 
wortne 

Mr. PECKHAM. 
the statute. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Decision under the 
common-law would not do against the statute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already an- 
swered the question of the gentleman from Ohio, 
in simply stating the fact, that the uniform practice 
of the House has been in such cases to make the 
vote final, and it has been final in regard to every 
bill. If it is the wish of the House to change its 
Own practice, it is a matter of propriety which it 
can determine fpr itself. 

Mr.STEPHENS, of Georgia. I trust the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] will withdraw 
his motion, and that the House will not reverse 
its long-established and judicious practice. | take 
it for granted that the House will pass all neces- 
sary appropriations for deficiencies, and if there 
are any provisions in this bill which are wrong 
the House can rectify the wrong; and I therefore 
Suggest that they let this bill rest upon the table 
until Monday next, when a motion can be made 
to suspend the rules; and under that suspension 
the bill can be taken up, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. JONES. There is another difficulty in the 
way of that. This bill has been engrossed, and 


no committee, nor the House itself, can amend an 
engrossed bill. 


A good interpretation of 


ii 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask one sin- 
gle question. I wish to.know if this is anything 
more than a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House laid the motion to reconsider 
upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. Nothing more. 

Mr.HOUSTON. I wishthe House would give 
its general consent to make a compromise, by 
allowing me to introduce a bill to the House, and 
by having it referred to the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, if ob- 


jected to. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Georgia. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 
gentleman cannot offer the bill. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
fore the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is the motion to lay upon 
the table the appeal taken by the gentleman from 
Tennessee from the decision of the Chair. Upon 
that question the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House?”’ it 
was put, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 134, 
nays 35; as follows: 


What is the question be- 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Ashe, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Ball, Benson, Bissell, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Breck- 
inridge, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chastain, 
Chrisman, Clingman, Colquitt, Corwin, Cox, Craige, Cul 
lom, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dent. Dick, 
Dowdell, Drum, Dunham, Edgerton, Edmands, Edmund 
son, Ellison, English, Ewing, Farley, Faulkner, Fenton, 
Flagler, Franklin, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, 
Grey, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, Ingersoll, Johnson, Daniel 
T. Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, 
Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, Lindsley, McCulloch, MeMutllin, 
McNair, Mace, Matteson, Maxwell, Meacham, Middles- 
warth, John G. Miller, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Peckham, John Perkins, Phelps, Pratt, Preston, Pringle, 
Puryear, Ready, Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, 
Rogers, Ruffin, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, 
Shannon, Simmons, Skelton, Gersit Smith, William Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Alex 
ander H. Stephens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Tay 
lor, Tracy, Trout, Tweed, Upham, Vail, Walker, Walsh, 
Warren, Ellihu B. Washburne, Wheeler, Witte, and Zolli- 
coffer—134. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Banks, Barksdale, 
Barry, Belcher, Chandler, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, 
Crocker, Dickinson, Disney, Dunbar, Eastman, Everhart, 
Florence, Green, Grow, Hiester, Hughes, George W. Jones, 
Lane, Macdonald, Macy, Smith Miller, Millson, Penning 
ton, Bishop Perkins, Richardson, Riddle, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Hestor L. Stevens, Thurston, Israel Washburn, Wells, 
and Hendrick B. Wright—35. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. HOUSTON. As I understand, the objec- 
tion to the introduction of the bill which I before 
offered is withdrawn by the gentleman who made 
it, I now ask to introduce it, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is again made, 
and it is not in order to present the bill. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. i 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I would suggest to the 
gentleman that we had better first dispose of the 
business upon the Speaker’s table, which is of a 
private character. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
the present. 

The SPEAKER. The first business upon the 
Speaker’s table is the bill which will now be re- 
ported by the Clerk. 

The following bill was then read, by its title: 

‘A bill for the relief of Harriet Leavenworth, 
widow of the late Brevet General Leavenworth. 

The SPEAKER. The question first recurs upon 
the demand for the previous question, which was 
made when the bill was last under consideration. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask that the bill 
may be read. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

It provides that the Secretary of the Interior 
shall place the name of said Harriet Leaven- 
worth upon the pension roll at the rate of $30 per 
month, for the period of five years, from February 
1, 1853. 

The question recurring upon the demand for 
the previous question— 


Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers, which 


1 withdraw my motion for 


397 


were ordered; and Messrs. Campsecz. and Vau. 
appointed, 

The House was then divided, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 82, noes 39. 

So the previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The main question being upon ordering the bill 
to be engrossed, and read a third time, it was put, 
and decided in the affirmative. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 


read a third time; and having been engrossed, it 
was read the third time. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
bill upon the table. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to lay the bill upon the table. 

_. The question then being, ** Shall the bill pass?” 
it was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 


I move to lay the 


The bill coming up next in order upon the 
Speaker’s table was the bill for the relief of Wil- 
lam B©€dwards. This bill provides for granting 
him a pension, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, to commence on the Ist day of January, 
1854, and to continue during five years. The 
committee propose the following amendments to 
the bill: In line sixth to strike out the word 
‘*four,’’ and in the seventh line to strike out the 
words ** five years’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words * his natural life.’’ 

The several amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time; and having been engrossed, was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


The House next proceeded to consider the bill 
for the relief of Anthony G. Willis, deceased, with 
the amendment reported by the Committee of the 
W hole House. 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. It 
provides for the payment of $251 to the heirs of 
the late Anthony G. Willis, deceased, as compen- 
sation for the use of a wagon by the United States 
during the last war with Great Britain. 

Theamendment strikes out the words * heirs,’’ 
and inserts the words ‘* executors and ad ministra- 
tors.”’ 

The question was put, and the amendment 
agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
engrossed, and read a third time; and having been 
engrossed, was accordingly read a third time, and 
passed. 

The following Senate bills were next taken up 
in their order, severally read a first and second 
time by their titles, and referred, a8 indicated be- 
low: 

An act (No. 36) “for 
Senna Factor.”’ Referred 
Indian Affairs. 

An act (No. 166) ‘‘ to incorporate the George- 
town Gas-Light Company.’’ Referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

An act (No. 184) * for the relief of Mrs. Eliz- 
abeth C. Smith, of Missouri.’’ Referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The business next in order 
is the call of committees for reports, beginning 
with the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
a Committee of the Whole House. 

The question was put, and the motion agreed 
to. 


the relief of William 
to the Committee on 


The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. Wricur, 
of Pennsylvania, in the chair,) and proceeded to 
the consideration of the Private Calender. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the first business 
in order was the consideration of Senate bill (No. 2) 
‘©to indemnify the State of Indiana for the failure 
of title to a township of land granted to said State 
on her admission into the Union in 1816.”’ 

The Clerk read the bill 

It provides, that whereas, by a decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, made April 
25, 1853, the S 
two townships of land granted to her for the use 
of aState University, and has become liable to re- 

| fund to a private corporation the proceeds of the 


tate of Indiana has lost one of the 
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sale of said lands, the Governor of said State is 
hereby authorized to select out of the lands of the 
United States within said State, subject to private 
entry, nineteen thousand and forty acres of land in 
leoul eubdivisions: Provided, That the proceeds of 
id lands when sold shall be, and forever remain, 
a fand for the use of the Indiana University. 

The question now being on ordering the bill to 
be laid aside to be reported to the Tlouse, it was 
put, and the Chairman announced that it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

Mr. MILLSON, (rising before the decision was 


anmiounce | } 


ii 


I should like to have some informa- 
tion about this bill from my friend from Indiana, 
{Mr. Donnam.] 

Mr. DUNHAM. I should be happy to make 
any explanation the gentleman desires, but thre 
question having been decided, it is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The decision has 
withdrawn, to allow the gentleman from Virginia 
to make a statement. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I should like to know what 
power the Chair has to withdraw it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The decision had not been 
announced atthe time the gentleman from Virginia 
rose and addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MILLSON. I am exceedingly reluctant 
to make opposition to a bill which my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. Dunnam] seems to take great 
interest in, and | should not have done so but for 


1 
been 


the very peculiar circumstances in which [ am 
I beg leave briefly to recount those cir- 
cumstances, that the House may see the very un- 
willing position in which | have been placed in 
reference to this bill. 

On the third day of the present session of Con- 
rress, this dill, having been passed by the Senate, 
was brought to the House of Representatives, and 
my friend from Indiana [Mr. Dunnam] desired 
that it should be put immediately upon its pas- 
sage, stating that it was a bill which had passed 


pia ec, 


both Houses of the lust Congress, and had only 
farled to receive the Executive signature because 
of an accident of some sort, which, | believe, he 
did not explain, but which prevented the attention 
of the President from being called to it. At that 
time | knew nothing whatever of the bill. All 
that I did, when the effort was made to pass it 
without reference to the Committee of the Whole, 
any of the standing committees of the 
House, was toask that it should be referred, being 
impressed with the mischiefs which resulted from 
this practice at the last Congress, and not having 
the least knowledge of the nature of the bill—not 
desirous to make any sort of opposition to the 
bill on its merits, but belleving—— 


or one 


‘Here a message was received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assury Di KINS, Esq., its Secre- 
tary, notifying the House that that body had 
passed bills of the following titles: 


>. No. 44, An act for the benefit of the heir- j 


law of Lieutenant C. A. Wickliffe.’’ 

H. R. No. 200. **An act to confirm to Hercules 
L.. Dousman his title to farm lot, No. 32, adjoin- 
ing the town of Prairie du Chien, in the State of 
W isconsin,’’ 

Hi. R. No. 197. ‘*Anact supplemental to an act 
entitled ‘An act to ascertain and settle the private 
land claims in the State of California,’ approved, 
March 3, 1851.”’ 

Mr. MILLSON,(resuming ) I was observing, 
Mr. Chairman, that believing if the House could 
then be induced in a case seemingly so strong as 
that then presented to its consideration to refer 
this bill to one of the standing committees, or the 
Committee of the Whole House, that we should 
establish a precedent from which we should not 
be apt to depart; | urged its reference, and I did so 
the more readily because | believed, from the cir- 
cumstance of this bill having passed both Houses 
at the Thirty-Second Congress, and its early intro- 
duction here at this, that it would be the first bill 
upon the Private Calendar, would be soon reached, 
and again passed. I felt that I was not subjecting 
my friend from Indiana to the risk of losing the 
bili by sabmitting the motion which I then made 
to refer it to the Committee of the Whole House. 
The bill having been referred, I intended to do 
nothing more. I did not direct my attention to 
the subject afterward until the period I am about 
to name. 

My accidental connection with the bill in press- 
ing its reference to a Committee of the Whole 
House, induced some gentleman, whom I must be 


at 


excused from naming—a gentleman, doubtless, 
conversant with the whole subject—to inform me 
that there were objections to the bill, which he 
suggested that [ should look into. Really, I have 
so much matter to attend to appertaining to the 
interests of my own constituents, that I have but 
little leisure to examine bills affecting other gen- 
tlemen, and other States; and I should not then 
have deemed it to be my duty to have looked into 
this question, but my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Dunnam] came and conversed with me onthe 
subject, for the purpose of satisfying me that the 
bill had merits, and ought to pass—perhaps, un- 
fortunately for him, for I might not myself have 
made any investigation of the point, but for the 
very views and documents to which he called my 
attention. 

And I will now state, that I have never made 
any examination of the question, except from the 
papers that my friend from Indiana himself called 
to my attention. Yet, from these very papers, be- 
ing persuaded that the bill ought not to pass, or if 
it pass at all that it ought not to pass in the form 
in which it has been now presented to the House, 
I deem it my duty—a duty which I discharge most 
reluctantly and unwillingly—to state to the com- 
mittee some of the reasons which have operated 
on my own mind. 

Mr. Chairman, the facts as I understand them, 
are these: Sometime in the year 1804, Congress 
reserved for the use of a seminary of learning, in 
the State of Indiana, or in the region of country 
which is now the State of Indiana, a whole town- 
ship of land. If 1 misstate the facts, I desire that 
any gentleman who takes an interest in the passage 
of the bill, may correct me as 1 proceed. ‘There 
were three townships of land reserved in three 
land districts—the district of Vincennes, the dis- 
trict of Kaskaskia, and the district of Detroit. 
These lands were reserved for the use of a sem- 
inary oflearning, withoutspecifying for what sem- 
inary of learning. Some two years afterwards 
the Legislature of Indiana chartered the Vincennes 
University, and it was held by the supreme court 
of that State, or rather by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, that that institution, under the 
act of the Senatorial Legislature of Indiana, was 
entitled to the benefit of the township reserved by 
the acts of 1804. 


| lands to the Vincennes University, but sim] 
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upon their long adverse possession—upon the lapse 
of time. However, the supreme court of the &; 
of Indiana dismissed the bill without the consid- 
eration of those points of objection at all, upon the 
ground that the land never vested in the Vin, ennes 
University, and that it therefore had no right to 
sue. 

That decision of the supreme court of Indiana 
dismissing the bill, has been reversed by the Su. 
preme Court of the United States. But in revers. 
ing that particular decision they have not put an 
end to the litigation. They did not adjudze the 


ate 


ly re. 
manded the cause to the supreme court oF < 
State of Indiana for further proceedings; and there 
is much season to believe that, when that cause 
comes to be decided by the supreme court of the 
State of Indiana, upon the pleas in the record. 


they will hold that the lapse of time—the statute 


| of limitations—will constitute a complete bar to 


After Indiana became a State—or perhaps in the 


bill which authorized her admission as a State— 
Congress reserved for the use of a seminary of 


| learning, and vested in the Legislature for that use, 


another township of land in addition to the one | 


formerly reserved. You will observe, sir, that the 


actof 1816did not grant to the State of Indiana two | 


townships of land in addition to the one heretofore 
reserved. The State of Indiana afterwards, through 


| her Legislature, granted these two townships—the 


one which had vested in the Vincennes University, 
and the one reserved by the act of 1816—to the 
Indiana State University. The Vincennes Univer- 
sity, however, claimed the land as belonging to it, 


|| the state of the pleadings. 


the recovery of the land claimed by the Vincennes 
University. 

Mr. DUNHAM, (interrupting.) As the gen 
tleman seems to assert that opinion with great 
confidence, I should be glad to have him state the 
ground of it. I think I shall be able to show two 
the committee in five words that there is no ground 
whatever for it. 

Mr. MILLSON. The grounds of that opinion 


are simply these: It is haraly to be supposed that 


| a plea would be filed in ativ case, by learned 
| counsel, insisting upon a lapse of time, and the 


statute of limitation, as a bar, unless they ex- 
pected, or at least hoped, to succeed in establish. 
ing the plea. The grounds are that this lapse of 
time has actually occurred—that there is a period 
of time after which suits shall not be prosecuted, 
But whether the plea shall be successful or not, 


| still the answer to the gentleman is, that the case 


is not decided. The defense has not been over- 
ruled, and the’case now abides the decision of the 


| court upon this very question of the stagute of lim- 


itation, among other questions which have been 


presented by the defendants as a bar. 


Mr. MACE. 


single question. 


I wish to ask the gentleman a 
The Supreme Court has decided 


| that the property never vested in the State Uni- 


and instituted a suit, which is now pending in the || 


supreme court of the State of Indiana, for the re- 


| covery of the township which was first reserved 


by the actof 1804. The supreme court of the State 


| dismissed the bill brought by the Vincennes Col- 

| lege or University. 
|| Supreme Court of the United States, and, by a 

| majority of the Supreme Court, the decree of the 

| supreme court of the Stateof Indiana was reversed, 

| and the ease was remanded to the supreme court | 


An appeal was taken to the 


of the State of Indiana for further proceedings. 
It is in this state of things that the State of In- 


| diana, or some of her Representatives here, apply 
| to Congress to indemnify her for the loss of the 


township of land recovered by the Vincennes Uni- | 


| versity from the Indiana State University. 


And now, sir, the committee will perceive that 


| several grave objections to the passage of this bill 


present themselves. In the first place, the land 
has not been lost to the State University. This 


| bill assumes that the Vincennes University has | 
recovered the land from the Indiana State Univer- | 
| sity, and asks Congress to indemnify the State for | 
| the land so recovered by the Vincennes University. 


But, in point of fact, Mr. Chairman, that suit is 
now pending and undetermined. 


acted upon the defenses set up in the bill by the 
State University. The plea of the statute of limit- 
ation was insisted upon by the State University, 


‘and has never yet been decided. They rely also 


The supreme | 
| court of the State of Indiana has never yet even 


| 


versity, but that it vested in the Vincennes Uni- 
versity at the time of thegrant. .Then if the State 
University took possession of it, was she not a 
trespasser, and could she then successfully set uy 
the plea of the statute of limitations? 

Mr. MILLSON. Thegentleman will perceive 
that he calls upon me to do here what it is the 
peculiar province of the supreme court of the State 
of Indiana to do; and that is, to decide upon the 
sufficiency of the plea of the statute of limitations 
If the gentleman insists that ],asa lawyer, shou'd 
pronounce an opinion upon this subject, f should 
require the evidence, and I should like to know 
What I do mean | 
say now is, that this defense has been set up by 
the Indiana State University, that the case is st 
undecided, and that before Congress undertakes 


| to indemnify the State of Indiana for the loss of 


| she loses it. 


this township of land, they had better wait unti 
Before we undertake to remuneralé 


| and return to the Indiana State University lands 





taken from them bya failure of title, we had better 


| wait until a failure of title occurs, or shall be ad- 


judged to have occurred. The preamble to this 


| bill recites: 


“ Whereas, by a decision of the Supreme Court of | 


| United States, made January 15, 1853, the State of Indiana 


has lost,’’— 


speaking in the past tense— 


. 
“ one out of two townships of land granted to her for the us 
of the State University, by the act of April, 1816, and has 


become liable to refund to private corporations the proce 


of said township,’”’ &c. 


There are two mistakes in that recital. In the 
first place, the State of Indiana has not lost one 0! 
two townships. She may, for aught I know, * 
some future time, lose one of these two townships 
by a decision of her own supreme court; bi ul 
cannot now say that she has lost this towns); 
It is rather premature to call upon us to indemnily 
her for a loss which she may never sustain, and 
which, if she ever does sustain, may then, 
not till then, furnish the occasion for this call upe! 
us for relief. That is the first error in the rect! 
The next is, that she has lost one of two town- 
ships of land granted to her for the use of the 
State University by the act of April, 1816. The 
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mistake there is, that this preamble recites 

two townships of land were granted to her by the 

act of April, 1816, when there was only one 
ed is township was granted to her in 





in to the one heretofore reserved. The act 
of 1816 makes no grant of more than one town- 
and the gentleman from Indiana will remem- 
er that this very question was before the Supreme 
Court, and decided in accordance with what I now 
ralthough it was argued before the Supreme 
c ort that this act of 1816 granted two tow nships, 
she majority of the court decided that the act of 
ited but one township, and not the one 

h had been reserved in 1804. 
Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman 
upthim fora moment? I expect, asa 
, that the committee will hold 
in abeyance until I shall be able to 
at length. Yet I desire the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, upon such points as he 
the proper explanations as he 
me 9 presume that the error which he 


allow 
tter of course, 
eir minds 
ie this case 
teucnes, to give 


ses alon 


seems to criticise is an error merely jn language. 
I de tt intend to assert that the decision of the 
Supreme Court gave two townships of land to 
Indiana, but what I do Assert is, and which I 
think | will be able to show, that Congress, by 
the act of 1816, intended to crant them. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, I am very 
happy to be interrupted now, and will very cheer- 
fully submit to any future interruption from any 
centleman from the State of Indiana who may de- 


sire to explain: 
f those gentiemen can 


and I shall be well pleased 


if any 
vive such 


an explanation 
xr such an explanation to my self, 
will incline me to vote for the passage of this 
For L assure the gentleman that there are 
few persons here whom [ should more desire to 
eratify, and for whose sake | should be more dis- 
posed to forbear opposition to any bill for which 
my conscience would allow me to vote, than my 
honorable friend on my right, [Mr. Dunnam,] 

| therefore it is that [ renew my invitation to 
and to other gentlemen from Indiana to set 
me right whenever I may be wrong. 

But the gentleman says that [ am indulging in 
a mere verbal criticism upon the language of the 
rreamble. Sir, the gentleman must come to the 
conclusion that there is something more thana 
mere verbal criticism involved in this point, when 
he remembers that it was a point carefully raised, 
de iber ‘ately considered, and expressly decided by 


‘ornmmiuttee, ¢ 


nim 


the Supreme Court of the United States. If this 
had been a mere question of verbal criticism, 
would it have been likely to have occupied so 


1 f 
much of 


the attention of the 
the United States? 

They have then decided that but one of these 
townships was granted by the act of 1816, and 
not two townships, as the gentleman from Indiana 
now says was the case, or was intended to have 


The other t township was reserved 


Supreme Court of 


been the case. 


by the act of 1804, and came into possession of 
the Vincennes = eee! in consequence of the 
charter of that institution, in 1806. I say, then, 
that ey “e we can he called upon to indemnify 


"Indiana, it must be shown that she ha 
lost the lands a 

) . . 

nut, sir, what I have said will suggest to the 
committee this obvious 


' inquiry. Suppose the 
State, or rather the State University of Indiana, has 
lost the lands, what possible obligation can there 
be upon the part of the Government of the United 
States to remunerate her for the loss? It was the 


I tenti n of 


l Congress to 
tow is} ins of 


grant to Indiana two 
land for the use of these seminaries 
ung, ad I maintain that this intention has 
heen carried into complete effect. The Vincennes 
l niversity, one seminary of learning, has had, 


lear 


and if : rs : ; 

and if it recovers in this suit, will continue to reé- 
ceive, the benefit of one tow nship under the act of 
mii ‘ 

1804, and the Indiana State U niversity, another 


seminary of learning, is now enjoying the benefit 
of the grant m: aide by the act of Congress of 1816. 
Sir, when did Congress ever pledge itself to 
ant these two townships of land to the Indiana 
ite University? Why, sir, that institution was 
not in existence in 1804, when the reservation was 
first made. The Vincen: 1es College was not even 
in @Xistence at the time. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, If the gentleman will al- 
ow me, I will endeavor to show him what the 
law was which attempted to vest this land in the 


State of Indiana. Indiana does not claim that the 


oy 


> 


that || land was vested in the State University, but she 


does claim that the land should have 
the State—not in any corporation, but in the State 
under the language of the 
statute which provided for her admission into the 
Union. 

In 1816, Congress passed an act providing for 
the admission of Indiana into the Union. One of 
the clauses of that act is as follows: 


been vested in 


—and she claims it 


“ That one entire township, which shall 
the President of the United States, in 
heretofore reserved for that purpose, 
use of a seminary of learning, aod vested in the Legislature 
of said State, to be appropriated solely to the use of such 
seminary by the Legisilature.”’ 


What sort of a grant, I ask the gentleman,as a 
lawyer, does that import? Js it a grant to the | 
State of Indiana of one township, or of one town- 
ship in addition to the one heretofore reserved 
Those are the only conveying words in the statute, 
in my judgment. 

The Supreme Court of the United States did 
not decide the question upon the ground that the 
ventleman assumed. The Supreme Court 
did not decide that the lanruage of this act did not 
import agtant. The Supreme Court held that it 
wasagrant. But the G@ had 
previously, in 1804, granted away land; so 
that when Congress attempted to grant this town- 
ship to Indiana in 1816 it could convey it, 
for the reason that it had been conveyed before 
that to the Territory of Indiana, and had pa 
to a private institution. I think that no gentle- 
man who reads this act can doubt that Indiana 
has a claim to two townships under the language 
here used: ** That one entire township, in addi- 
tion to the one heretofore reserved, shall be vested 
in the State of Indiana.’’ It was not vested in 
the State of Indiana, because the Government at 
that time had no title to vest, and that is the 
ground of the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. If the General Government 
had had a title to the land in 1816, this grant 
would have been sufficient; but because of a de- 
fect in the title of the Government, it did not vest 
in the State. 

I will say, further, to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia that this is not a controversy between two 
seminaries of learning. It is a controversy be- 
tween the State of. Indiana, which claims both of 
these townships, to be used by her according to 
the sovereien will of the State, and a private and 
sectarian institution. Indiana desires that this 
land shall be used for the benefit of the State in- 
stitution—an institution to which all the 
men of the State can go. It is not a sectarian in- 
stitution. It is one that was established as the 
State, and endowed, as we had supposed, by the 
moneys received from the this very land. 
Another seMinary of learning, which belongs to 
one of the religious sects of the State, holds it 
under the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. DUNHAM. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will state, in addition to what he has said, 
that when this township was taken possession of 
by the sectarian school, parts of Illinois, Michi- 


be designated by 
hidition to the one 


sh all be reserved for the 


has 

eneral Government 
this 

not 


ssed 


young 


sale of 


gan, and Ohio were interested in it. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. It was not a grant, al 
though the Supreme Court of the United States 


held it in connection with the subsequent act of 
the Territorial Legislature, toamount to a grant. 
The language of the act of Congress did not make 
ita grant; but it reserved the township for the ben- 
efit of the seminary of learning. In 1816, Congress 
supposed that th at land was still under its control, 
and that it could convey it to the State of Indiana. 
It was not undeceived in reference to the matter 
until the Supreme Court of the United States 
otherwise decided last year. 

Mr. MILLSON. Lsfibmit that what the cen- 
tleman from Indiana has said is not in correction 
of anything which I have stated to the committee. 
So far from it, | have used the very words which 
the fentleman himself has employed. Tf used the 
very language of the act of 1816, reserving a town- 
ship for the use of a seminary of learning in addi- 
tion to the one heretofore reserved. Now, it 
seems the question is ¢ y of construct 
whether the language of the act imported a grant 
of two townships or of one. All I have to say 
on that subject is, that what the gentleman has 
just said in support of this construction might have 


ne simp! ion, 


} been very well said, and doubtless was very well || 
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said, to the Supreme Court of the-United States 
when it had that very question before it. But the 
Supreme Court of the United States decided that 
it was i grant of only one 

1804 reserved the other township, and that the 
act of 1816 did not, in itself, import a ¢ 
distinct townships vo the State of 


think, notw 


township; that the as 


ant of two 
} still 
rentieman from Indiana 


supposes I am mistaken in reference to the ap 


hana, 
thstanding the 


nion 


of the Supreme Court, that I am correct in attribut- 
ing to that decision the meaning which I have given 
it. I find full authority for the statement | made 
in the following marginal note in the report of this 


case: 
“In 1804, Congress passed an act, making provision for 
the disposal of the public lands in the Ind 


ana rv, in 
which it reserved from sale a township in « h one of 
three districts, to be located by the Secretary ofthe Treas 
ury, forthe use of a seminary of learning.’’ ® * 

‘The language of the actof Congress, by which Ind 1 


was admitted into the Union, did not vest the above town 
ship in the 


State.’’ 
Here the question was made, and distinctly 
lecided by the Supreme Court, that the act ad- 
mitting Indiana into the Union did 


Legislature of the State the t 


Legislature of the 


( 
not vestin the 


1 . 
ownship reserved 


the act of 1804. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I will ask the gentleman, as 
a lawyer, whether that decision does or could go 
further ? By that act, Congress could not vest 


land in the State 
previously gr 


the Ind ina, because it 


had 
ision of 
ourt roes no further. It does not 
[Mr. Henp- 
rre 3 didn rf intend 
»>town hips in the State of Ind 


anted it elsewhere The dee 
the Supreme C 
go to the question, as my colleague 
nicKs] has well said, that Cor 


to vest the tw 


ia. 

Mr. MILLSON [tis suffi ent for me to show 
what the court decided. l am under no oblien- 
tions to give the reasons for its decision. Uf the 


gentleman calls on me, as a lawyer, to say why 
lecided, I think I yr cont ; 
decided, minK may content myself by 
avine rha } lecis ‘ ‘ , } ' » th; 
saying what the Gecision Was, and leaving tot 
ventleman to infer the whi 
governed the court. 

Butas he 


it so 


reasons th pi 
isks me for these reason 
him, by reading an opinion of 
the court, as pronounced by Judge McLean. He 
says: 


, | will gratify 


extract from a. 


** The words of the act seem to be so clear as to admit of 
but one construction. A township, in addition to theone 
formerly reserved, is appropriated, and vested in the Legis 
lature. The first township is only referred to to show that 


the one then appropriated was in addition to it he Gil 


son township had before been appropriated A part of it 
had been sold, and a part held under leases. Whether we 
regard the words used, or their grammatical arrangement 
the intention of Congress seems to be clearly expressed.”? 


Now, sir, I refer to this for the purpose of re- 


plying to the Inquiry of the rentieman from In- 
diana [Mr. Dunuam] as to the reason why the 
court so decide . 

Mr. DUNH AM. I did not ask the centleman 
from Virgu la {Mr. Mittson] for the reasons f r 
the decision of the court. 1 simply said that the 
decision showed that this act could not have made 
the grant, because the grant had been previously 


made, 


Mr. MILLSON. 


Precisely. 


myself showing—that the grant : the fir tf town 
ship had been previously made. » Mr. Chair- 
man, In relation to this other matter, as to which 


the gentleman from Indi iana [Mr 


to correct that 


Lienpar KS} rose 
me, namely: 
State at the time of the reserva 
that other portions of the country were then 
braced within the Territory of Indiana. The ger 

tleman will do me the justice to recollect that I 
stated that the land was reserved in three land dis- 


tricts, the districts of Kaskaskia, Vincennes, and 
Detroit. And ifany of the Representatives of that 
section of the country part vated with Indiana 
in the legislation by which this township was 
granted for the ber efi \ incennes Cz eve, 
why,8so mu h the better for the State. For it ip- 
pears that though Delegates, representing portions 
of the territory now included in Hlinois and Mich- 
ivan, actually voted with the Delegates of Indiana, 


yet Indiana, or what is now Indiana, got the ben- 
efit of the act of 1804. 


Sir, I have said that this reservation v e 
for the henefit of a semi: iry of le , lwo 
seminaries of learning have rs ed 
fit of those grants which was inté l by 
vress to be secured to the people of Indiana. Con- 

Sy a ee oe a ae ae tina 
gress never intended tna i Vi ’ 


sity, or the State University, or that any particu- 
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lar seminary of learning, should derive the benefits 
of a grant. It seems to me, then, that so long 
as the State of Indiana has sec ured the full benefit 
aamiied to be wranted by this act of 1804, and by 
the act of 1816—so long as two seminaries of learn- 
ing, no matter which, have the possession and en- 
gagement of these two townships of land—it is, 
sir, a matter of compar atively little importance to 
us that the State U iniversity has, or has not, re- 
ceived what the State Legislature may have in- 
tended to secure to it. What Congress intended 
to do has already been done. We have nothing 
to do with the controversies between the two Uni- 
versities which have grown out of the legislation 
of Indiana herself. — 

i do not think it necessary, Mr. Chairman, to 
prolong my remarks. The amendment which I 
propose to offer to the bill—though I am bound, 
in candor, to say, that even if it should be adopted 


it will not remove my objections to the passage of 


the bill—the amendment, I say, which I propose 
te offer, and which I have not yet drawn up, will 
provide that nothing in this act contained sha!l be 
construed to vest anything in the State of Indiana, 
in the event that the suit now pending before the 
supreme court of that State shall be determined in 
favor of the Indiana State University. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ido not propose to detain 
this committee long, but I feel it absolutely neces- 
sary to present this case fairly before them, and | 
think, when the history of this whole matter is 
fairly and properly brought before them, no doubt 
will be entertained of the justness of the proposi- 
tion here presented. 


Allow me to state, in the first place, that the | 


very existence of one of the finest institutions of 
learning in the whole western country, in my 
opinion, is involved in the decision we this day 
upon this bill—an institution of learning 
which has been built up upon the beneficent grant 
which Congress made to the State of Indiana in 
1816 ; 
much liberality and faithfulness by that State, I 
am proud to say,as to diffuse its benefits and bless- 
ings most generally throughout not only her own 
extensive domain, but also throughout that whole 


make 


iy 
| 
| 


a grant which has been managed with so | 


western country over which her emigration rolls | 


its ceaseless tide. 


The institution endowed by this land is a State | 


University, entirely separate and distinct from all 
sectarian influence, and based upon the broad prin- 
ciple of republicanism. It belongs to, and is under 
the exclusive control of the State. 
together a cor ps of professors unsurpassed by. that 
of any other Lastitution of learning, and provision 
is made for the gratuitous education of the stu- 
dents from each county in the State, thereby ex- 
tending the means of a liberal education to two 
young men from each county, who would 
otherwise, perhaps, be able to obtain it. 


not 


dies pursued in colleges, but also in all 


branches of knowledge, which enter into all the 


walks of life, and in all the industrial pursuits of | 
We have there a professor who in- | 
structs in those sciences particularly useful to | 
Provision is also made for | 
who | 


the State. 
agricultural pursuits. 
the instruction of common school teachers, 


are afterwards scattered all over the State, and 


disseminate among the masses of the people, the || 


She has got | 


It affords | 
facilities for education, not only in the usual stu- | 
those | 


benefits which they have derived from that insti- | 


tution, 
I have made these remarks, not that they bear 
directly upon the question at issue, but because I 


thought that this state of things whould at least pre- | 
dispose you to a favorable ‘consideration of this | 


application; and if, with these impressions upon 
your minds, I can show that we have a reasona- 


ble ground for this additional grant, there will not | 
be a single member upon this committee who will 


hesitate a moment to make it. 

I will now proceed to give you the facts upon 
which we predicate this application. In 1804, 
there were organized,in what was then the lodiana 


r, (co sing t - || Se ees 
Territory » (comprising a part of Ohio, all of Mich || nated by the President of the United States, in addition to 


| one herefore reserved (not granted) for that purpose, shall 


igan, Indiana, and Illinois, 


to which the Indian 


title was extinguished.) three land districts, Kas- | 


kaskia, 


Detroit, and Vincennes, 


Hilinois, as well as Indiana. 


The Vincennes | 
district embraced a portion of the present State of || 


In organizing these | 


land districts, and providing for the sale of the | 


lands therein, one entire township of land in each 
was reserved for the use of a seminary of learning. 
I have only to do with the one reserved in the 


township, 


| they had been sold five years. 


| mon schools in such township, and [ believe that 


| came into the Union was, as | shall now attempt 
| to show, that two entiretownshipsof land were to 
| be granted to her for the endowment of a State || 
| University. Observe the language used: 
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Vincennes district. 
or institution; indeed, no such institution what- 
ever was then in existence within that district. 
It was simply reserved from sale, as we insist, 
and as Congress, more than forty years afterwards, 
by its action admitted, subject to the future control 
aud action of this Government, to be bestowed as 
to it might seem proper and right. 
Afterwards, in 1306, the Territorial Legislature 
of Indiana, embracing a part of Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois, and Michigan, as before stated, incorpo- 
rated the Vincennes University as a private insti- | 
tution, and, as my colleague has very properly | 
remarked,a sectarian institution. That Legislature | 
could not grant the land to that institution, be- 
cause they had no power to doso. The land 
had not poe granted to the Territory, nor no con- 
trol of given to it. This private corporation 
without ae authority from Congress, except sim- | 
ply the fact that the township of land had been 
reserved within the Vincennes land district forthe | 
use of a seminary of learning, and because it hap- | 
pened to be the first seminary of learning organ- 
ized within the Territory, took possession of this | 
land as if it had been expressly granted to it. | 
This is all the tile that corporation had to the 
land, and I must say—and | speak with all due | 
deference—the decision of the Supreme Court de- | 


ciding that to be a sufficient title, is a very singu- || 


lar one 

Mr. ORR. Was it unanimous? 

Mr. DUNHAM. No. There were seven judges 
upon the bench, three of whom dissented. 
head of those dissenting, was that man venerable | 
for his age, and alike distinguished for his talents | 
and his learning, whose mind illumines every sub- | 


ject he discusses—I mean Chief Justice Taney. 


Any lawyer who will read his dissenting opinion, | 
as reported in Howard, can, it seems to me, have 
no doubt as to the merits of this case. It is clear, 
lucid, and Jogical, and it seems to me, that no man 
can read it and have a doubt as to what was the | 
intention of Congress by the reservation in the act | 
of 1804. But Igo on with the history of this case. 
That is the only ground upon which the Vincennes 
University undertook to appropriate those lands. 
This corporation sold a portion of this reserved 
probably about two thousand three 
hundred acres, and put up a college building. 
In 1816 Indiana was admitted as a State into | 
the Union upon certain conditions. Certain things | 
were to be done on one side, in return for which 
certain other things were to be left undone upon 
the other. In other words, there was a contract 
between the General Government and the State of | 
Indiana, upon which she céime into the Union. 


The part of that contract which devolved upon 


the State to perform, she religiously obeyed. You | 
required, prohibit her, by the terms upon | 
which she was admitted into the Wnion, from | 
laying taxes upon the lands within her borders | 
which the United States then held, or which had 
then been sold by the Government, until after | 
If the State, from 
the organization of her government, had been | 
allowed to levy taxes upon those lands, as she | 
otherwise would have taxed them, in the lands | 
held by her own citizens, she would have realized 
therefrom, probably, at least, half a million of 
revenue. By this relinquishment alone she has 
dearly paid for all the grants she has had from 
this Government. Among other things to bedone | 
by the United States, 
every township was pranted for the use of com- 


every township in the State has got it, except this 


very township in controversy; and [| trust that a || 
| section will be granted to it before we adjourn. 


Another of the conditions upon which that State 


** That one entire township of land, which shall be desig 


be reserved for the use of a seminary of learning, and vested | 
in the Legislature of the State, to be appropriated solely to 
the use of such seminary by said Legislature.”’ 


You will find the statute in the third volume of | 


the Laws, on the 290th page. I do think it very 
apparent that Congress supposed that the first 
township reserved had never before been granted 


. ; ‘ ° | 
It was given to no university | 
1] 

| 

\| 


At the || 


|| tory of this matter shows 
| passage of the act of 1816, the State of Indiana 


the sixteenth section in || 


|| 

1} 

| various persons to lands claimed under the Vin- 
cennes University ? 
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a grant of both townships to the State for the use 
of a State university. 

Now, sir, I will strengthen this position by 
another fact. No other State created out of the 
Northwest Territory has been admitted into the 
Union, to which two entire townships have not 
been granted to such State for the eae. of 

a State university. When the State of Ohio came 
fone the Union, two townships of land were re- 
served for the benefit of a university of iearnin: 2 
in that State. The same provision was made 
when Illinois came into the Union as a State; tie 
same in reference to Iowa, and so with reference 
to every State which has been created out of that 
Northwest Territory. Now, [ ask if this fact is 
nota veritable confirmation of the position | have 
assumed, that Congress intended to grant two 
townships of land to the State of Indiana for the 
benefit of this university. 

I will also state another fact in .confirmation of 
the same position. In passing over the history of 
this matter, I noticed tnat the Vincennes Univer- 
sity sold a portion of the township reserved under 
the act of 1804, for the purpose of constructing a 
college building, &c. This sale was afterwards 
confirmed by Congress in 1849, [ think. Afier a 
full consideration of the subject, Congress passed 
another act, granting to the State for the use of 
this State University, precisely the number of 


|| acres which had been sold by the Vincennes Uni- 


versity out of that township without authority, 
but the title to which Congress had confirmed, 
showing that Congress then put the same in 
struction upon the act of 1816 which I have put 
upon it, viz: that both townships were granted to 
the State for a State institution. 

Now then, let me give another reason for the 
position | have assumed to be correct. The his- 
that at the time of the 


put the same construction upon the act which | 
have put upon it, and not only that, bug the Vin- 
cennes University so understood it, and that cor- 
poration, in consequence, soon after became dis- 
solved. They gave up the remaining lands in the 


|| township, unsold to the State, and under the di- 
| rection of the State it was sold out for the purpose 
| of endowing the State University, and that Uni- 


versity has now for a period of about thirty years 
been enjoying the benefit of that endowment. 
Here then is the action of Congress; here is the 
cotemporaneous action of the Legislature of In- 

diana, and moreover here is the action of this very 
Vincennes University itself, all showing that the 


| actof 1816 intended, and was understood, to grant 
| both townships to the State for the use of a State 


institution. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mittsoy] 
says Congress did not grant this land to the State, 
because the Supreme Court of the United States 
has so decided. That may be; but because the 
Court decided that Congress, by that act, did not 
grant it, it does not follow that Congress did not 
intend to grant it, and did not attempt to do so. 
Here is the very gist of our case: Congress in- 
tended to grant, and undertook to grant it, but 
failed to do so, because she had before that granted 
it to another "and distinct party. Congress did 
not, and could not grant it to the State, simply 
because it had itself notitle. It should now make 
good the intention and undertaking, by giving us 
an equal amount out of what does belong to it. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana if the Vincennes University 
ever received any land from Congress, except that 


| reserved by the act of 1804? 


Mr. DUNHAM. _ Suppose I.answer, as ! 
should. that it did not, what follows? 
Mr. MILLSON. Then I ask this question: 


| If Congress has not heretofore recognized the right 
| of the Vincennes University to the land granted 
| by the act of 1804? 


Mr. DUNHAM. If so, I do not know in 


| what. 


Mr. MILLSON. I ask further, if Congress 
did not, in 1807, pass a law confirming the titles cf 


Mr. DUNHAM. Precisely; and that proves 
just the reverse of the gentleman’s position; be- 
cause the very fact that Congress felt it nec essary 
to confirm those titles which individuals had ob- 
; tained from the Vincennes University, shows that 


|| or appropriated, and, by the act just recited, made || Congress did not consider that they had got good 





